
Raymund
s*'" Martinez/EAC/GOV

08/19/2005 02:37 PM

To Paul DeGregorio/EAC/GOV@EAC

cc Gracia Hillman/EAC/GOV@EAC, Donetta L.
Davidson/EAC/GOV@EAC, Raymundo
Martinez/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Eagleton

Paul:

I am directing this email only to the commissioners, because I don't think we should air our disagreements
among staff until we have at least had a chance to discuss controversial issues with each other in person.
It appears from Gracia's email that we will have a chance do so next week in Denver.

In the meantime, I feel compelled to respond to your email regarding Eagleton.

(1) As I stated last night in my email to Hans, we have an on-going responsibility to monitor the
expenditure of all our federal funds, including to government contractors who are contractually obligated to
deliver unbiased research. However, I will remind you that we did not contract with Eagleton merely to
provide a compilation of state laws and procedures. Rather, we contracted with Eagleton (and indirectly
with Moritz through Eagleton) to provide both research AND analysis of provisional voting and voter ID.
Invariably, the anaylsis portion of their final product will be from a professional (and institutional)
perspective, and will NOT represent any one researcher's personal point of view. If it does, then Eagleton
and Moritz risk damaging their credibility not just with the EAC, but with other federal government
agencies which undoubtedly contract with their respective institutions on other projects. I doubt seriously
that either institution would risk such damage and allow one team member to inject bias into the work.
Moreover, the peer review group that is (or has) been assembled by Eagleton is designed to cure any
lingering concerns about potential insitutional or personal bias...Eagleton has been responsive to your
feedback on this issue, to the point where they have removed all perspective representatives of the
advocacy community on the peer review group (because they felt they could not achieve political
"balance" from the advocacy groups). If there is some person (or persons)which you would like to see
Eagleton include in the review group, it is my understanding that such inclusion is but a mere phone call
away.

(2) You will recall that at our meeting last week, I raised the exact same concern about the Eagleton
progress report, and asked for clarification from staff regarding the details of this particular work (i.e.,
fraud) on the part of Eagleton. I expect staff (or us directly) to ask questions of Eagleton (as we would any
contractor) and determine if their work in this area is within the scope of work (and contract) we all agreed
to. If it isn't then we re-direct them, just as we have done, for example with Kim Brace and EDS.

(3) Finally, I must express my disappointment, Paul, regarding your comments on Professor Tokagi that
you chose to include in your email. While I may disagree with Hans on his particular analysis of the
perceived personal bias of this contract, at least his allegations regarding Professor Tokagi's potential
bias are grounded in fact (and he recited them as such in his email). You, on the other hand, have chosen
to accuse Professor Tokagi of manipulating the work on this project based on your "suspicion." With all
due respect, that unfortunate accusation borders, in my view, on a breach of professional decorum and
cannot let it go without response.

We clearly have some political issues that are increasingly being injected into nearly every discussion at.
the EAC table. I have stated both to you and Gracia individually that I believe this trend in part represents
a "maturation" of the EAC and I am not uncomfortable with it. However, if we are going to bring
accusations of subjectivity and bias to the table, then I will expect that such a filter will be applied across
the board to ALL projects undertaken by the EAC, and that such a filter will be based solidly on fact, and
not on innuendo, personal hunches or suspicions.
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I send this email, as always, with the highest degree of respect and friendship toward you. And yet, my
disappointment is evident in your comments regarding an esteemed and respected member of the legal
academic community (and somone whom I regard as a personal friend.)

I look forward to our continued discussion on this matter. And as for the substance of Hans' concern
regarding Moritz, I stand by my email which I sent to everyone last night.

Regards,

RAY MARTINEZ III
Commissioner
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005

(202) 566-3100 (W)
(202) 566-3127 (FAX)
www.eac.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and all attachments, if any, are intended solely for the
use of the addressee and may contain legally privileged and confidential information. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying
or other use of this message is strictly prohibited. If you received this message in error, please notify the
sender immediately by replying to this message and please delete it from your computer.
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Raymundo	 To Gracia Hillman/EAC/GOV
Martinez/EAC/GOV	 cc
08/30/2005 11:34 AM	 bcc

Subject Consultants

Since we are about to hire Tova Wang (and two others) to be our consultants/researchers on the voter
fraud study, I thought I would give you a heads-up about a well-written commentary that Tova just
published. It is attached below. Paul's newfound political "fervor" still has me riled-up, needless to say.
Hope your travels are going well.

ID and Voting Rights
Laws requiring voters to present very specific forms of ID are becoming the voting rights
barrier of the 21st Century.

Tova Andrea Wang
August 29, 2005

Laws requiring all voters to present very specific forms of identification before
exercising their right to vote are rapidly becoming the voting rights barrier of the 21st
Century. Last Friday, the Department of Justice approved a new Georgia law requiring
every voter to show a government-issued photo ID. The Department of Justice was
required to review the measure and "preclear" it because that state is covered by Section
5 of the Voting Rights Act. Although many legal scholars and voting rights advocates had
argued the Department should deny its implementation because it would lead to
disenfranchisement of minority voters, the Department evidently did not agree. Indiana
passed similar legislation this year, and several groups have sued the state on the
grounds that it violates the Voting Rights Act.

Next up is Arizona. Last week, after months of resisting, the governor of Arizona signed
off on a plan for implementing Proposition 200, which required identification from all
voters. Arizona's new rule is that all voters must show government issued photo
identification or a tribal identification to vote. Alternatively, the voter may present two
current pieces of identification from a narrow list of potential documents that show the
voter's name and current address, such as a utility and phone bills.

The most problematic provision is this: if the voter is not able to present a government
issued photo ID or these two documents to the satisfaction of the poll worker, that voter
is simply disenfranchised, asked to leave the polling place without casting a ballot The
voter may not even cast a provisional ballot. For example, if the voter brings a gas bill
and a water bill, but the poll worker decides the water bill is not "dated within ninety
days of the election," that person will be absolutely denied the right to vote. In addition
to being a violation of the Help America Vote Act's mandate that any voter who shows
up at the polls and believes he or she is registered and eligible to vote must be given a
provisional ballot, this raises serious voting rights issues.
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As a group of preeminent voting rights scholars have argued in Georgia, under Section 5
of the Voting Rights Act, a covered jurisdiction may not implement a change in its
election laws or practices unless the jurisdiction demonstrates the change will be free of
any racially discriminatory purpose or effect The objective of Section 5 "has always been
to insure that no voting-procedure changes would be made that would lead to a
retrogression in the position of racial minorities with respect to their effective exercise of
the electoral franchise."

As in Georgia , Arizona—especially given the possibility of a complete denial of the
vote—has not met that burden of proof. It is up to the state to demonstrate that the ID
requirement, which contemplates complete disenfranchisement of certain voters, will
not have a discriminatory impact So, for example, has the state examined whether most
voters have or have easy access to the necessary documents? Have state officials
investigated what groups are likely to lack the kinds of identification required? Since the
law puts the burden on the state, the state must undertake these types of inquiries
before it is permitted to go forward with this scheme—for there is a great deal of
evidence indicating that it is indeed minorities who lack even one form let alone two
forms of the types of identification contemplated.

The difficulty is that the poor and minorities are least likely to own motor vehicles and
possess a driver's license—the most commonly accepted form of identification Indeed,
in 1994, the U.S. Department of Justice found that African-Americans in Louisiana were
4 to 5 times less likely to have government-sanctioned photo ID than white residents. As
a result, the Department denied pre-clearance for that state's proposed photo ID
requirement because it "would lead to retrogression in the position of racial minorities
with respect to their effective exercise of the electoral franchise."

The evidence continues to mount. A June 2005 study by the University of Wisconsin.
found that less than half (47 percent) of Milwaukee County African American adults and
43 percent of Hispanic adults have a valid drivers license compared to 85 percent of
white adults outside Milwaukee. One Arizona county reported in February that it was.
forced to reject nearly 75 percent of new voter registration forms for failure to provide
adequate proof of citizenship.

Furthermore, for those who do not have the kinds of up-to-date non-photo ID
necessary—and many minority and urban voters, for example those who live in multiple
family dwellings simply will not—getting identification from the government will
present costs and burdens for voters who simply want to exercise their constitutional
right to vote. A certified copy of a birth certificate costs from $io.00 to $45.00,
depending on the state; a passport costs $85.00; and certified naturalization papers cost
$19.95 . It may not be so very easy for people who work more than one job or have small
children to take the time during business hours, drive to a Department of Drivers
Services, and wait on line to get necessary identification. Indeed, most of the state's
offices are open 8:oo a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. Has the state
researched the potential disparate impacts on getting non-photo ID? If not, it has not
met its burden under the Act.
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There has been a great deal of controversial discussion over the Voting Rights Act
recently because some sections—including Section 5—are due to expire. The Act was
passed in order to eliminate procedures aimed at the disenfranchisement of particular
groups. That it is still necessary is being demonstrated today in Arizona and Georgia

Tova Andrea Wang is a senior program officer and Democracy Fellow at
The Century Foundation, where this article first appeared.

RAY MARTINEZ III
Commissioner
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005

(202) 566-3100 (W)
(202) 566-3127 (FAX)
www.eac.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and all attachments, if any, are intended solely for the
use of the addressee and may contain legally privileged and confidential information. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying
or other use of this message is strictly prohibited. If you received this message in error, please notify the
sender immediately by replying to this message and please delete it from your computer.
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Paul DeGregorio/EAC/GOV	 To Gracia Hillman/EAC/GOV, ddavidson@eac.gov, Raymundo

11109/2005 11 28 AM

	

	
Martinez/EAC/GOV, Juliet E. Thompson/EAC/GOV, Thomas
R. Wilkey/EAC/GOV

cc Karen Lynn-Dyson/EAC/GOV

bcc

Subject Call from Paul Vinovich

I took a telephone call this morning from Paul Vinovich. He had attempted to reach Gracia, but since she
was not here, he asked Sheila if I was in the office so he spoke to me.

Paul was very upset with comments that Tova Wang had made at yesterday's AEI's meeting in which she
basically indicated that voter fraud did not exist in the USA. He asked how a person who believes that
voter fraud does not exist--or not seem at least willing to listen to both sides--can be hired by the EAC to
do a study on voter fraud/voter intimidation. I explained to Paul (as I have now had to explain to many
others) that Tova was "balanced" on the study with Job Severbrov. He did not know Job but was
well-aware of Tova's positions and was concerned that her public comments indicate that she will not be
fair in looking at this issue. I explained to Paul that we were monitoring the work of our consultants on this
study and no report would be issued publicly without the support of at least three commissioners. I sent
him some background information on Job. I think this study will need close monitoring.

Paul DeGregorio
Vice Chairman
US Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave, NW
Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
1-866-747-1471 toll-free
202-566-3100
202-566-3127 (FAX)
pdegregorio@eac.gov
www.eac.gov
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^f	 Gracia Hillman /EAC/GOV	 To
^; .̂ 11/09/2005 12:40 PM

cc
bcc

Subject

What Paul V said is NOT at all an accurate stateme
dissappointing to read. I may call Mr. V myself.

Paul DeGregorio/EAC/GOV@EAC, Donetta L.
Davidson/EAC/GOV, Raymundo Martinez/EAC/GOV, Juliet
E. Thompson/EAC/GOV, Thomas R. Wilkey/EAC/GOV
Karen Lynn-Dyson/EAC/GOV

Re: Call from Paul Vinovich

nt of what Tova said. I was there. This is very

I watched and heard what was said and by whom. I will be glad to brief you tomorrow morning.

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld
Paul DeGregorio

From: Paul DeGregorio
Sent: 11/09/2005 11:28 AM
To: Gracia Hillman; Donetta Davidson; Raymundo Martinez; Juliet Thompson;

Thomas Wilkey
Cc: Karen Lynn-Dyson
Subject: Call from Paul Vinovich

I took a telephone call this morning from Paul Vinovich. He had attempted to reach Gracia, but since she
was not here, he asked Sheila if I was in the office, so he spoke to me.

Paul was very upset with comments that Tova Wang had made at yesterday's AEI's meeting in which she
basically indicated that voter fraud did not exist in the USA. He asked how a person who believes that
voter fraud does not exist--or not seem at least willing to listen to both sides--can be hired by the EAC to
do a study on voter fraud/voter intimidation. I explained to Paul (as I have now had to explain to many
others) that Tova was "balanced" on the study with Job Severbrov. He did not know Job but was
well-aware of Tova's positions and was concerned that her public comments indicate that she will not be
fair in looking at this issue. I explained to Paul that we were monitoring the work of our consultants on this
study and no report would be issued publicly without the support of at least three commissioners. I sent
him some background information on Job. I think this study will need close monitoring.

Paul DeGregorio
Vice Chairman
US Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave, NW
Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
1-866-747-1471 toll-free
202-566-3100
202-566-3127 (FAX)
pdegregorio@eac.gov
www.eac.gov



Gracia Hillman /EAC/GOV	 To

11/21/2005 05:04 PM

bcc

Subject

I am suggesting that we have our 9:30 discussion t(

pdegregorio@eac.gov, rmartinez@eac.gov,
Ddavidson@eac.gov
asherrill@eac.gov, aambrogi@eac.gov, Elieen L
Collver/EAC/GOV, sbanks@eac.gov

9:30 Discussion on Tuesday

)morrow to cover a couple of things:

1. The four of us need to spend some "quality" time together. Tomorrow will be a good time to pin down
the earliest date when we will all be in DC and can devote a 1/2 day or so to discuss election of officers,
etc. Perhaps on tomorrow we can develop an agenda for those discussions.

2. Defining balance for the make-up of the Working Group for our Voter Fraud/Intimidation project.
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Gracia Hillman /EAC/GOV
	

To pdegregorio@eac.gov, rmartinez@eac.gov,

11/30/2005 04:17 PM	
cc Ddavidson@eac.gov

bcc

Subject Thursday Comm Discussion

For our private time discussions, I propose that we add the composition of the Voter FraudNoter
Intimidation Working Group to our list of topics to discuss.

As you will recall, we did not complete the discussion because Paul was not able to participate.
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Gracia Hillman /EAC/GOV	 To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

^^ /^-•-- 12/01/2005 12:47 PM	 cc Thomas R. Wilkey/EAC/GOV@EAC, pdegregorio@eac.gov,
',72	 rmartinez@eac.gov, Ddavidson@eac.gov,
,,	 klynn-dyson@eac.gov

bcc

Subject Working Group for Voter Fraud/Intimidation Project

Peg:

Following is the guidance that the commissioners are providing with respect to the composition of the
working group for the Voter Fraud/Voter Intimidation project and the selection process.

8 Member Working Group

Participants to be chosen by the two consultants in consultation with you. There are two slots that will
require consensus. If consensus can't be reached, then you should make the decision. If there is real
disagreement among the three of you, then the commissioners will make the selection.

The participation process prescribed below provides for political balance. As always, we ask that the
group be diverse with respect to participation of men, women and minorities.

4 people from the Academic, Legal and Advocacy sectors - 2 to be chosen by Tova and 2 to be chosen
by Job. We support your recommendation that there be at least one academic in the working group to
help advise and comment on the construct of the database and you should provide that guidance to Tova

and Job.

2 State Level Election Officials - 1 selected by Tova and 1 selected by Job

1 Nonpartisan local election official (selected by you or by consensus among the 3 of you)

1 Representative from DOJ - you had recommended a man who was retired from the Voting Section or
perhaps someone else with similar credentials to be selected by you or by consensus among the three of
you. We assume that Craig Dosantos (?sp) will participate in this project as an "advisor" and therefore
would not take up a slot on the working group.

I will be on travel on Friday (tomorrow), however please feel free to call me on my cell should you have
questions or need additional clarification.

Many thanks for your terrific work.

Gracia M. Hillman
Chair
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
Tel: 202-566-3100
Fax: 202-566-1392
www.eac.gov
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message is from a federal agency. All attachments, if any, are intended solely for the use
of the addressee and may contain legally privileged and confidential information If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying or other use of this message is strictly prohibited If
you received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and please delete this

message from your computer.
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Raymundo	 To Paul DeGregorio/EAC/GOV
Martinez/EAC/GOV	 cc Arnie J. Sherrill/EAC/GOV@EAC, Adam
04/05/2006 04:12 PM	 Ambrogi/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Draft Agenda for Standards Board

Paul:

I've taken a shot at a draft agenda, but we have much work to do on this item. As you will see, my current
vision, at least with regard to the Standards Board, is to have a series of presentations regarding all of our
research projects, particularly those in which written draft reports will be ready for consideration, such as
the provisional voting study and the voter ID study. However, there are too many research projects on the
plate right now, and not enough time in a day and a half to be able to present all of them to both the
Standards Board and BOA (not to mention "fatigue factor" if we overload these folks during this meeting).
So, I've had to prioritize.

Anyway, attached is what I have come up with, and at the very bottom of the draft agenda, you will see the
research projects that I left off the list. Next steps are for you to develop a similar draft agenda for the
BOA, and I would suggest that you do something similar for the BOA, such that we will have concurrent
session going on (Standards Board in one room, BOA in another)...for example, when the briefing for
provisional voting is taking place for the SB members, you can be having a concurrent session for the
BOA in another room on voter ID. Then we switch. (Same type of format for Day 2). This will allow us to
have concurrent sessions going on simultaneously but we'll have to coordinate the schedule of these
sessions. In the current draft agenda, I have the two boards coming together in the afternoon of the
second day, but we may want them to start with a joint plenary session and end with a joint plenary
session (though that is tough because they each have group-specific business to conduct when they first
arrive -- at least the Standards Board does, such as adoption of permanent bylaws).

Anyway, this is still VERY MUCH a work in progress, so I welcome your feedback. Also, I think we need
to get Tom and Karen involved in this discussion very soon, and then kick it over to the other
commissioners for their input once you and I have agreement on a rough draft After that, I will then want
to send it to Peggy Nighswonger so that she can share it with the Executive Board to get their input before
it goes final.

I'll wait to hear back from you.

DRAFT AGENDA (Standards Board) 2006.doc

RAY MARTINEZ III
Commissioner
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005

(202) 566-3100 (W)
(202) 566-3127 (FAX)
www.eac.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and all attachments, if any, are intended solely for the
use of the addressee and may contain legally privileged and confidential information. If the reader of this



message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying
or other use of this message is strictly prohibited. If you received this message in error, please notify the
sender immediately by replying to this message and please delete it from your computer.



MEMORANDUM

TO:	 MEMBERS OF EAC STANDARDS BOARD

FROM:	 PEGGY NIGHSWONGER, CHAIR, EXECUTIVE BOARD

RAY MARTINEZ, EAC COMMISSIONER'

DATE:	 APRIL 10, 2006

SUBJECT: UPCOMING MEETING OF STANDARDS BOARD, MAY 23-24, 2006

The next meeting of the EAC Standards Board (to be held jointly with the'EAC
Board of Advisors) will be held in Washington, D.C. Tuesday, May 23 and
Wednesday, May 24, 2006 at the Hamilton Crown Plaza hotel. We hope you will be
able to attend this important meeting, which will focus on consideration and discussion of
a number of ongoing election administration research projects currently underway by the
EAC. Additionally, there will also be a discussion regarding recent work conducted by the
National Institute of Standards'and Technology (N 1ST) regarding voter verifiable audit
trail. (Please see the draft agenda attached for additional information.)

As was the case with our previous meetings of the EAC Standards Board, the EAC will
pay the cost of travel, hotel ;and a Federal per diem for any member of the Standards Board
wishing to attend the May 2006 meeting. Upon receipt of this memorandum, please
contact: the EAC's travel agent. Adventure Travel, at (877) 472-6718 to make your travel
arrangements. Additionally, if you have any questions or need assistance in making your
travel plans,._please call 	 -.	 (email address is

Thank you in advance for you willingness to join us in Washington, D.C. We look
forward to seeing you soon.
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U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
Standards Board Meeting Agenda

Washington, D.C.
May 23 — 24, 2006

Tuesday, May 23, 2006

1:00 — 2:30 a.m. PLENARY SESSION"
Session Chaired by Peggy Ni
Chair, Executive Board

Appointment of

Review of

tation of Proposed Perinanent Bylaws
Chompsar ' EAC General Counsel
Kennedy, Executive Director, State Elections Board,

Joanne Armbruster, Atlantic County Superintendent of
Elections, New Jersey
William; Campbell, City Clerk, City of Woburn, MA.

2:30-2:

2:45 — 4:00 p.m	 PRESENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
REPORT ON PROVISIONAL VOTING

Presentors:
Thomas O'Neil: Project Manager, EAC Provisional Voting
Ingrid Reed: Director, Eagleton Institute New Jersey Project
Dan Tokaji: Associate Director, Election Law@Moritz
Resource Person: Juliet Thompson, EAC General Counsel

4:00-4:15 p.m.	 BREAK

4:15 — 5:30 p.m. 	 PRESENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
REPORT ON VOTER IDENTIFICATION	 Q'2 943 ;
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Presentors:
Thomas O'Neil: Project Manager, EAC Provisional Voting
Ingrid Reed: Director, Eagleton New Jersey Project
Dan Tokaji: Associate Director, Election Law@Moritz
Resource Person: Juliet Thompson, EAC General Counsel

NOTE: Attendees on their own for dinner.

Wednesday, May 24, 2006

8:00 a.m.	 CONTINENTAL BREAKFAST

8:30 – 9:30 a.m. 	 PRESENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
REPORT ON POLL WORKER RECRUITMENT, TRAINING
AND RETENTION (INCLUDING COLLEGE POLL
WORKERS)

Presentors:
Tracy Warren, Poll Worker Institute
Jeannette Senecal, League of Women Voters
Dora Rose, Center for Election Integrity, Cleveland State University
Resource Person: Karen Lynn-Dyson, EAC Research Manager

9:30 - 10:30 a.m. PRESENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
REPORT ON VOTE COUNT/RECOUNT

Presentors:
mt Professor of Political Science, University of Utah
Professor of Political Science, California Institute of

Person:
	 Thompson, EAC General Counsel

10:30-10

10:45 - 11:30 a.m:
	

ENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
RT ON IMPROVING DATA COLLECTION

Presentors:
Karen Lynn-Dyson, Research Director, Election Assistance Commission
Laiza Otero, Research Associate, Election Assistance Commission
Resource Person: Brian Hancock, Research Associate

11:30 –12:15 p.m. PRESENTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT
REPORT ON VOTER FRAUD/VOTER INTIMIDATION

Presentors:



Job Serebrov, Associate, The Nixon Law Firm
Tova Wang, Democracy Fellow, The Century Foundation
Resource Person: Juliet Thompson, EAC General Counsel

12: 15- 1:30 p.m.	 LUNCH

PRESENTATION REGARDING PROPOSED MODULE FOR VOTER
VERIFIABLE PAPER AUDIT TRAIL (VVPAT) OF THE VOLUNTARY VOTING
SYSTEM GUIDELINES (VVSG)

Presentors:
Mark Skall, NIST
John Wack, NIST

1:30 – 3:15 p.m.	 JOINT PLENARY SESSION
Session Jointly Chaired by Peggy Nighswonger, Chair, Executive
Board and Beverly Kaufman, Chair, Board of Advisors•

Discussion and deliberation.

3:15– 3:30 p.m.	 BREAK

3:30 – 5:00 p.m.	 JOINT PLENARY SESSION (CONTINUED)

Session Jointly Chaired by Peggy Nighswonger, Chair, Executive
Board and Beverly Kaufman, Chair, Board of Advisors

Discussion and deliberation.

5:00 p.m.	 ADJOURN

* Not included in the current list of projects briefed:

• Design for Democracy updates and improvements to ballot design and
polling-place signage.

• Public Access Portal research.
• Katrina Voting Assistance Relief research.
• Legal Online clearinghouse of election law materials.
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Gracia Hillman/EAC/GOV	 To Carol A. Paquette/EAC/GOV@EAC, Karen
'# r	Lynn-Dyson /EAC/GOV@EAC

09/17/2005 0909 AM	
cc Thomas R. Wilkey/EAC/GOV@EAC, Juliet E

Thompson/EAC/GOV@EAC, Paul
DeGregorio/EAC/GOV@EAC, Raymundo

bcc

Subject Plz Respond, Tally Vote Questions

I see only 2 consultants on the Tally Vote for the Voter FraudNoter Intimidation project. What happened
to the third consultant?

Remind me how it is that EAC can sole source a contract to NASED? I don't have an objection; I am
merely seeking information.
Thank you,
Gracia M. Hillman
Chair
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
Tel: 202-566-3100
Fax: 202-566-1392
www.eac.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message is from a federal agency. All attachments, if any, are
intended solely for the use of the addressee and may contain legally privileged and confidential
information. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying or other use of this message is strictly prohibited. If you received this
message in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and please delete this
message from your computer.



"Tova Wang" <wang@tcf.org>
	

To DRomig@eac.gov
`f	 cc "Job Serebrov" <serebrov@sbcglobal.net>, psims@eac.gov

12/14/2005 11:16 AM	
bcc

Subject checking in

Hi Devon,

I just wanted to check in and see how the nexis searching and sorting is going. Have you made any
progress? Any quesions come up? Let us know. Thanks.

Tova

Tova Andrea Wang
Senior Program Officer and Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East 70th Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.



Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV	 To Devon E. Romig/CONTRACTOR/EAC/GOV@EAC

11/30/2005 11:00 AM	 cc

bcc

Subject Nexis Search Terms

Devon:

In preparation for this afternoon's teleconference, you may want to review the attached list of Nexis search
terms. If you have any questions, we can discuss them before the teleconference or, if I can't provide
answers, we can ask our consultants who prepared the list. --- Peggy

nos word search 11 23.doc
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Nexis Word Search Terms

November 28, 2005

The following are the terms that should be entered to search for news articles from 2000
to the present. The list assumes the intern has little experience with Nexis — there are
ways to do the searches with far fewer terms than those below. We can train the intern if
that is a better way to go.

Election and fraud
Voter and fraud
Vote and fraud
Voter and challenge
Vote and challenge
Election and challenge
Election and irregularity
Election and irregularities
Election and violation
Election and stealing
Ballot box and tampering
Ballot box and theft
Ballot box and stealing
Election and officers
Election and Sheriff
Miscount and votes
Election and crime
Election and criminal
Vote and crime
Vote and criminal
Double voting
Multiple voting
Dead and voting
Election and counting and violation
Election and counting and error
Vote and counting and violation
Vote and counting and error
Voter and intimidation
Voter and intimidating
Vote and intimidation
Denial and voter and registration
Voter identification
Vote and identification
Voter and racial profiling
Vote and racial profiling
Voter and racial
Vote and racial



Voter and racial and challenge
Vote and racial and challenge
Voter and deny and racial
Vote and deny and racial
Voter and deny and challenge
Vote and deny and challenge
Voter and deny and black
Vote and deny and black
Voter and black and challenge
Vote and black and challenge
Voter and deny and African American
Vote and deny and African American
Voter and African American and challenge
Vote and African American and challenge
Election and black and challenge
Election and African American and challenge
Voter and deny and Hispanic
Voter and deny and Latino
Vote and deny and Hispanic
Vote and deny and Latino
Voter and Hispanic and challenge
Voter and Latino and challenge
Vote and Hispanic and challenge
Vote and Latino and challenge
Election and Hispanic and challenge
Election and Latino and challenge
Voter and deny and Native American
Vote and deny and Native American
Voter and Native American and challenge
Vote and Native American and challenge
Election and Native American and challenge
Voter and deny and Asian American
Vote and deny and Asian American
Voter and Asian American and challenge
Vote and Asian American and challenge
Voter and Asian American and challenge
Election and Asian American and challenge
Voter and deny and Indian
Vote and deny and Indian
Voter and Indian and challenge
Vote and Indian and challenge
Election and Indian and challenge
Poll tax
Voting and test
Absentee ballot and deny
Absentee ballot and reject



Absentee ballot and challenge
Vote and challenge
Voter and challenge
Election and challenge
Vote and police
Voter and police
Poll and police
Vote and law enforcement
Voter and law enforcement
Poll and law enforcement
Vote and deceptive practices
Voter and deceptive practices
Election and deceptive practices
Voter and deceive
Voter and false information
Dirty tricks
Vote and felon
Vote and ex-felon
Disenfranchisement
Disenfranchise
Law and election and manipulation
Vote and purging
Vote and purge
Registration and removal
Registration and purging
Registration and purge
Vote buying
Vote and noncitizen
Voter and noncitizen
Vote and selective enforcement
Identification and selective
Election and misinformation
Registration and restrictions
Election and administrator and fraud
Election and official and fraud
Provisional ballot and deny
Provisional ballot and denial
Affidavit ballot and deny
Affidavit ballot and denial
Absentee ballot and coerce
Absentee ballot and coercion
Registration and destruction
Voter and deter
Vote and deterrence
Voter and deterrence
Ballot integrity
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Ballot security
Ballot security and minority
Ballot security and black
Ballot security and African American
Ballot security and Latino
Ballot security and Hispanic
Ballot security and Native American
Ballot security and Indian
Vote and suppression
Minority and vote and suppression
Black and vote and suppression
African American and vote and suppression
Latino and vote and suppression
Hispanic and vote and suppression
Native American and vote and suppression
Vote and suppress
Minority and vote and suppress
African American and vote and suppress
Latino and vote and suppress
Native American and vote and suppress
Vote and depress
Jim Crow
Literacy test
Voter and harass
Voter and harassment
Vote and mail and fraud
Poll and guards
Election and consent decree
Vote and barrier
Voting and barrier
Voter and barrier
Election and long line
Voter and long line

Poll worker and challenge
Poll worker and intimidate
Poll worker and intimidation
Poll worker and intimidating
Poll worker and threatening
Poll worker and abusive
Election official and challenge
Election official and intimidate
Election official and intimidation
Election official and intimidating
Election official and threatening
Election official and abusive
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Poll watcher and challenge
Poll watcher and intimidate
Poll watcher and intimidating
Poll watcher and intimidation
Poll watcher and abusive
Poll watcher and threatening
Poll inspector and challenge
Poll inspector and intimidate
Poll inspector and intimidating
Poll inspector and intimidation
Poll inspector and abusive
Poll inspector and threatening
Poll judge and challenge
Poll judge and intimidate
Poll judge and intimidating
Poll judge and intimidation
Poll judge and abusive
Poll judge and threatening
Poll monitor and challenge
Poll monitor and intimidate
Poll monitor and intimidating
Poll monitor and intimidation
Poll monitor and abusive
Poll monitor and threatening
Election judge and challenge
Election judge and intimidate
Election judge and intimidating
Election judge and intimidation
Election judge and abusive
Election judge and threatening
Election monitor and challenge
Election monitor and intimidate
Election monitor and intimidating
Election monitor and intimidation
Election monitor and abusive
Election monitor and threatening
Election observer and challenge
Election observer and intimidate
Election observer and intimidating
Election observer and intimidation
Election observer and abusive
Election observer and threatening



Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV	 To Tamar Nedzar/EAC/GOV@EAC

11/30/2005 10:58 AM	 cc Devon E. Romig/CONTRACTOR/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Re: Fw: Updated Word Search List[1

Tamar:

Don't worry about responding to this email , as I know you have to pay attention in class

I questioned the length of the search term list and also thought that there would be ways to combine some
of the search terms. It has been awhile since I have done a Westlaw search, however, which is why
need your input during the teleconference. Yes, I recognize that going through the list of search terms and
printing off or saving the resulting references will take time. I'll need you to provide that feedback to our
consultants so that we all are on the same page.

Devon has not done a Nexis search before; but, if EAC has access to that database, she is willing to
conduct that search. The work would go along with other help she is providing. She will be sorting
through my huge files of press clippings on voting fraud, will PDF the sorted clippings, and drop the PDF
files onto CDs for our consultants' review.

Peggy Sims
Research Specialist
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave, NW - Ste 1100
Washington, DC 20005
Phone: 866-747-1471 (toll free) or 202-566-3120 (direct)
Fax: 202-566-3127
email: psims@eac.gov
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Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV	 To Tamar Nedzar/EAC/GOV@EAC, Devon E.

11/30/2005 04:41 PM	 Romig/CONTRACTOR/EAC/GOV@EAC
cc

bcc

Subject Tova and Job Contact Information

Tamar and Devon:

The phone numbers and email addresses for Tova and Job follow. I would appreciate it if you would cc:
me on any emails you send to them and summarize any phone calls with them. That way, I can be kept in
the loop without serving as a roadblock or go-between. Thanks! --- Peggy

Tova Wang (New York)
Phone: 212-452-7704
Email: wang@tcf.org

Job Serebrov (Arkansas - one hour earlier time zone)
Phone: 501-374-2176
Email: serebrov@sbcglobal.net

02q^4
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"Tova Wang" <wang@tcf.org>
	

To DRomig@eac.gov

cc "Job Serebrov" <serebrov@sbcglobal.net>, psims@eac.gov
12/14/2005 11:16 AM	

bcc

Subject checking in

Hi Devon,

I just wanted to check in and see how the nexis searching and sorting is going. Have you made any
progress? Any quesions come up? Let us know. Thanks.

Tova

Tova Andrea Wang
Senior Program Officer and Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East 70th Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.
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"Tova Wang"
	

To psims@eac.gov
I cc serebrov@sbcglobal.net, dromig@eac.gov

05/10/2006 11:45 AM	
bcc

Subject Material I may not have included

Peg,

Correct me if I'm wrong, but I think I omitted sending you these specific summaries that are based on
complex cases that could not be adequately described within the confines of the nexis article excel
spreadsheets. If we can, these should be included, probably on the disc. Sorry.

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East 70th Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.

Wisconsin FINAL.doc South Dakota FINAL.doc Washington FINAL.doc
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Summary of Wisconsin Voting Irregularities November 2004

Instances of Illegal Voting, Milwaukee:
A probe led by U.S. Attorney Steve Biskupic and Milwaukee County District Attorney
Michael McCann found about 200 cases of illegal felon voting and at least 100 cases of
other forms of illegal voting in the city of Milwaukee. Of these, 14 were prosecuted:

10 were instances of felons voting while on probation or parole:
5 are awaiting trial. (one of them is DeShawn Brooks) '
1 has been acquitted 2

1 has been found guilty in trial (Kimberly Prude) 2

3 have reached plea agreements (Milo Ocasio3)
[names: Ethel M. Anderson, Correan F. Edwards, Jiyto L. Cox, Joseph J. Gooden4j

4 were instances of double voting:
I produced a hung jury (Enrique Sanders) 2

1 was found incompetent to stand trial and his case was dismissed
1 initially pleaded guilty but now wants a trial.
1 is awaiting trial.

Two of those accused of double voting were driven to multiple polling places in a van,
but the identity of the driver of the vehicle is not known, and the DA does not suspect
conspiracy. 6

In addition to these, four people were charged with felonies in the Milwaukee County
Circuit Court; two cases were filed against people accused of sending in false registration
cards under the auspices of the Association of Community Organizations for Reform
Now; the other two were felons who voted illegally.?

Instances of Illegal Voting, Statewide:
The Legislative Audit Bureau, a nonpartisan research agency, released its analysis of
state-wide 2004 election results in September 2005. The agency reviewed the names,
addresses, and birthdates of over 348,000 individuals credited with having voted in
November 2004, from the electronic voter registration records of 6 cooperating
municipalities, and compared them to lists from the Department of Corrections of felons
serving sentences on election day, and to lists from the municipalities (to check up on

1 Barton, Gina. "Man acquitted in voter fraud trial; Felon had been under supervision at time." Milwaukee

Journal-Sentinel. October 6, 2005.
2 Schultze, Steve. "No vote fraud plot found. Inquiry leads to isolated cases, Biskupic says." Milwaukee

Journal-Sentinel. December 5, 2005.
3 "Felon says he voted illegally." Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel. September 17, 2005.
4 Barton, Gina. "4 charged with voting illegally in November." Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel. August 17,
2005.
5 Milwaukee J-S. December 5, 2005.
6 Milwaukee J-S. December 5, 2005.
^ Milwaukee J-S. December 5, 2005.
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double-voting) and to lists from the US Social Security Administration. LAB's search
revealed 105 "questionable" votes:

• 98 ballots cast by ineligible felons, 57 of which were in Madison, 2 in Waukesha,
15 in Eau Claire, 16 in Appleton, I in the Village of Ashwaubenon

• 2 instances of double-voting (one in Madison, one in Waukesha).
• 4 votes counted despite the voter's having died two weeks or less before the

election.
• I case in which a 17-year-old voted in Madison.8

The LAB referred the names of these people to the appropriate District Attorney for
prosecution, and several cases are awaiting trial.

It should be noted that this study is not a complete survey of election returns state-wide in
Wisconsin; the LAB's analysis is based on the voting records of the six municipalities
that provided the LAB with sufficient information to conduct this study.

It should also be noted that the LAB discovered significant error in the data provided
them by these municipalities, including:

91 records in which the individual's birthdate was incorrectly recorded as later
than November 2, 1986
97 cases in which a person was mistakenly recorded as having voted twice
More than 15,000 records were missing birthdates, making it more difficult to
determine voter eligibility by comparing these records to lists of felons and
deceased persons.

General Findings
Both reports (the Legislative Audit Bureau's and the report of the Joint Task Force on
Election Reform convened in Milwaukee) that did in-depth studies of the Wisconsin
election returns in 2004 found that there was no evidence of systematic, wide-spread
fraud. 10 As the above statistics indicate, there are very few cases in which an individual
intentionally voted illegally, and the majority of the discovered instances of fraudulent
voting involved felons who were unaware that they were committing a crime. Certainly
the number of fraudulent votes, intentional and unintentional, is dwarfed by the amount
of administrative error – and the amount of potential there was for fraud.

Registration Irregularities

8 Borowski, Greg J. "State audit digs up wider vote problems; Thousands of voters on rolls more than
once." Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel. September 17, 2005
9 "An Evaluation: Voter Registration." Legislative Audit Bureau. Madison, Wisconsin. September 2005. Pg.
50-52.
° Brinkman, Phil. "Voting fraud in November not a problem in Madison; Nearly all suspect voters turn outy 2 J i5 =-.

to be people who moved or made innocent mistakes." Wisconsin State Journal. May 11, 2005.



Duplicate Registrations: In the data from the six participating municipalities, LAB found
3116 records for individuals who appear to be registered more than once in the same
municipality (0.9% of the records they reviewed). These duplications were primarily the
result of name changes, in which the registrar neglected to remove the old name from the
registration list, previous addresses that were not deleted, and misspellings and other
typograpahical errors.

Deceased Voters: the LAB study found 783 persons who were deceased, but whose
records had not been eliminated from the registration lists. Most of the municipalities
participating in the survey rely on obituaries and notifications from family members to
purge their voter registration lists of deceased voters.

Felons: Comparing a list of felons from the Department of Corrections to their voter
registration data lists, LAB found 453 felons who were registered to vote. This is largely
because, although municipal clerks are informed of federal felony convictions, they have
no way of obtaining records on state felony convictions. 1 1

" Legislative Audit Bureau Report: pg 43-47.
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Summary of South Dakota Election Irregularities in 2002 and 2004

2002
In fall 2002, one of South Dakota's Senators, Democrat Tim Johnson, was up for re-
election, and was engaged in a very close race with his Republican challenger, John
Thune. Both parties were engaged in a massive voter registration effort, and registered
over 24,000 new voters in the five months between the June primary and the November
election, increasing the number of registered voters in the state from around 452,000 to
476,000.'

A month before the election, several counties reported irregularities in some of the voter
registration documents they'd received. In response to these reports, South Dakota
Attorney General, Mark Barrnett, with the state US Attorney and the FBI, launched an
investigation. 2 Because of the importance of the race in determining the partisan balance
of power in the Senate, the voter registration discrepancies got a good deal of national
press, including a number of editorials accusing American Indians of stuffing ballot
boxes.3 The following allegations were also picked up by out-of-state newssources,
including Fox News and the Wall Street Journal:

Supporters of Thune, who lost the election by 524 votes, collected 47 affidavits
from poll watchers claiming voting irregularities.
Allegations were made that three individuals were offered money by Johnson
supporters to vote.

Barrnett, who was alerted to the affidavits when he read an early media report that
referred to them, stated that these allegations were either false or didn't warrant concern.
"Most of the stuff that's in those other 47 affidavits are the kind of problems that we see
in every election. People parking too close to the polling place with a sign in their
window, people shooting their mouths off at the polling place. The kind of things that
local election officials generally do a pretty good job of policing." 4 The allegations of
voter bribery were false.

Though most of the allegations of fraud that were filed turned out to be false, Attorney
General Barrnett's investigation did uncover two cases of voter registration fraud:

- The most high-profile case was that of Becky Red Earth-Villeda. Ms. Red Earth-
Villeda was hired by the state Democratic party to register voters on the American
Indian reservations. She was charged with 19 counts of forgery. No fraudulent
voting was associated with Ms. Red Earth-Villeda, nor was there any evidence

1 Kafka, Joe. "More people registered to vote." Associated Press State and Local Wire. October 29, 2002:
2 Kafka, Joe. "Voter registration fraud being investigated." Associated Press State and Local Wire. October
11, 2002.
3 "Barnett: No evidence that fraud affected vote." Associated Press State and Local Wire. Sioux Falls,
South Dakota. November 21, 2002.
4 Kafka, Joe. "Woman charged in voter-fraud case, other claims false." Associated Press State and Local

Wire. Pierre, South Dakota. December 14, 2002.



that fraudulent voting occurred in the state. 5 All charges were dropped in January
2004, when, in court, it was determined by the state handwriting specialist that
Ms. Red Earth-Villeda had not forged the signatures.6
Lyle Nichols. Mr. Nichols was arrested for submitting five forged voter
registration cards to his county office. He was working for an organization called
the Native American Voter Registration Project, and was paid $3 for each
registration. The five charges were dropped after Mr. Nichols pleaded guilty to
possession of a forgery, and was sentenced with 54 days in jail, which is how
much time he'd already spent there because of the charges.

2004

In October 2004, just before the general election, eight people working for a campus
GOP Get-out-the-Vote organization resigned their positions after they were accused of
submitting absentee ballot requests that had not been notorized properly. Because many
of these ballot requests had already been processed and the ballots themselves had been
cast, county auditors decided not to pursue the issue.8

Besides this incident, there were no reports of voter registration or voting irregularities in
the run-up to the November 2004 election, as there were in 2002. 9 However, as with the
primary and special elections in June 2004, there were complaints about voter
intimidation from American Indians attempting to vote, as well as difficulties with the
adoption of the state's new photo identification regulations (after the 2002 election, the
state legislature passed more stringent requirements about the kind of identification
voters would need to provide at the polls.)

Incidents:

Voter Intimidation: The Four Directions Committee, an organization dedicated to helping
American Indians register to vote and get to the polls, got a temporary restraining order
on several Republican supporters who, they alleged, had been setting up video equipment
outside of polling places on American Indian reservations and following around
American Indians who voted early and recording their license plates. 10

Vote Buying: A Republican election monitor from Virginia, Paul Brenner, claimed that
Senator Tom Daschle's campaign was paying people to vote. Local county auditors

5 Kafka, Joe. "Woman charged in voter-fraud case, other claims false." Associated Press State and Local

Wire. Pierre, South Dakota. December 14, 2002.
6 Walker, Carson. "Charges dropped against woman accused of voter fraud." Associated Press State and

Local Wire. Sioux Falls, South Dakota. January 28, 2004.
7 "Rapid City man arrested for voter fraud." Associated Press State and Local Wire. Rapid City, South
Dakota. October 18, 2002.
8 Melmer, David. "Voting problems resurface in South Dakota." Indian Country Today. October 27, 2004.
9 Melmer, David. "Election Day goes smoothly on Pine Ridge, S.D., reservation." Indian Country Today.

November 10, 2004.
10 Walker, Carson. "Observer alleges vote buying; worker says he never went to Pine Ridge." Associated
Press State and Local Wire. October 31, 2004.
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believe Brenner started the rumor himself. As there was no evidence for either side, the
claims were not taken seriously. I I

11 Walker, Carson. "Some problems and oddities reported on Election Day." Associated Press State and
Local Wire. November 2, 2004.
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Summary of Election Irregularities in Washington State 2004

The 2004 Washington state gubernatorial election was decided by one of the narrowest
margins in American electoral history; 261 votes – less than a millionth of the 2.8 million
votes cast statewide - separated the leading candidate, Republican Dino Rossi, from his
competitor, Democrat Christine Gregoire. The state law-mandated recount that followed
brought the margin down to 42 votes, and the subsequent hand recount ordered by the
state Democratic Party gave Gregoire the lead, with 129 more votes than Rossi.

The race was so close that the parties decided to go to court to dispute the tally – the
Republicans wanted the election results set aside and to have a revote; the Democrats
sought a court-legitimated win. Each side set out into the field to find a way to swing the
election in their favor. The trial and accompanying investigation, which lasted through
the spring of 2005, revealed a litany of problems with the state's election system:

- The process by which absentee ballots are matched to the voters who requested
them led to discrepancies between the number of absentee ballots received and the
number of votes counted.'

- After the final certification of the election results, King County discovered 96
uncounted absentee ballots, Pierce county found 64, and Spokane County found
eight; all had been misplaced following the election, but there was no mechanism
for reconciling the number of absentee ballots received with the number counted.2

- Hundreds of felons who were ineligible to vote were able to cast ballots because
they were not aware that they needed to apply to have their voting rights re-
instated.

- The system for verifying the eligibility of voters who had cast provisional ballots
was found to be questionable.4

- Due to poll worker error, about 100 provisional ballots were improperly cast, and
a hundred more were counted, though they were not verified as having been cast
by eligible voters.5

The trial also revealed that most of these problems were the result of understaffing and
human error. 6 In total, 1,678 ballots were proven to have been cast illegally, but none of
these votes was subtracted from the candidates' totals because no evidence was produced
in court as to how each individual voted.' Further, despite the scrutiny that the election

1 Ervin, Keith. "County elections official demoted; 2004 balloting fallout – Chief predicts `series of
changes'." The Seattle Times. June 15, 2005. See also Postman, David. "Judge left to mull vote-fraud
claim." The Seattle Times. June 5, 2005.
2 Ervin, Keith. "Voters irked by uncounted ballots." The Seattle Times. June 17, 2005.
3 Postman, David. "Judge left to mull vote-fraud claim." The Seattle Times. June 5, 2005.
4 Roberts, Gregory. "GOP contrasts elections offices; Chelan County's work better than King's, judge in
gubernatorial case told." The Seattle Post-Intelligencer. May 25, 2005.
5 Ervin, Keith. "Prosecutors to challenge 110 voters; They are said to be felons – 2 counties discover
uncounted ballots." The Seattle Times. April 29, 2005.
6 Ervin, Keith. "King County ballot numbers don't add up; 4000 discrepancies – Review of records finds
flaws at each stage of the election; voting, processing, counting." The Seattle Times. May 25, 2005.
7 Borders v. King County. Court's Oral Decision. 6. June. 2005.
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returns revealed, and the extensive discussion of voter fraud throughout the investigation,
just eight cases of voter fraud were discovered:

• 4 people were accused of casting absentee ballots for their deceased spouses.
• A mother and daughter were charged with the absentee ballot of the mother's

husband who had died earlier in the year
• 1 man cast the ballot of the deceased prior resident of his home.
• A homeless resident of Seattle cast two ballots, one in the name of Dustin

Ocoilain. 9

8 Johnson, Gene. "Two plead guilty to voting twice in 2004 general election." Associated Press. June 2,
2005.
9 Ervin, Keith. "6 accused of casting multiple votes; King County voters face criminal charges - Jail time,
fines possible." Seattle Times. June 22, 2005.



"Tova Wang"	 To psims@eac.gov, dromig@eac.gov
<wang@tcf.org>

cc serebrov@sbcgiobal.net
05/10/2006 12:16 PM

bcc

Subject another one

Plus, I found a few typos on the nexis analysis. Sorry about this.

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East both Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.

votebuyingsummary.doc NexisAnalysis.doc
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Major Vote Buying Cases Summary

Between 2001 and 2006, allegations and convictions for_ vote buying and conspiracies to buy _ - - - Deleted: of

votes were concentrated in three states: Illinois, West Virginia and Kentucky. - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _	 - Deleted: which have resulted in
------------- convictions on these charges a

In East St. Louis, Illinois, nine individuals, including a former city council member and the
head of the local Democratic Party, Charles Powell, Jr., were convicted or pled guilty to vote
buying and conspiracy to commit election fraud during the 2004 general election. The
government's conspiracy case was almost entirely based on taped conversations in which the
defendants discussed buying votes for $5 and whether this would be adequate. Federal
prosecutors alleged that the vote buying was financed with $79,000 transferred from the County
Democratic Party shortly before the election, although county officials have not been charged.
Four defendants were convicted of purchasing or offering to purchase at least one vote directly,
while Democratic Party chairman was only convicted of conspiracy.' Earlier, three precinct
officials and one precinct worker pled guilty to buying votes for $5 or $10 in that same election.'

Eastern Kentucky has witnessed a series of vote buying cases over the last several years. The
most recent revolved around Ross Harris, a Pike County political fundraiser and coal executive,
and his associate Loren Glenn Turner. Harris and Turner were convicted in September 2004 of
vote buying, mail fraud, and several other counts. 3 Prosecutors alleged Harris and Turner
conspired to buy votes and provided the necessary funds in an unsuccessful 2002 bid for Pike
County district judge by former State Senator Doug Hays. Harris supplied nearly $40,000,
Turner laundered the money through straw contributors, and the cash was then disbursed in the
form of $50 checks ostensibly for `vote hauling', the legal practice of paying campaign workers
to get voters to the polls which is notorious as a cover for buying votes. 4 Harris attempted to
influence the race on behalf of Hays in order to get revenge on Hays' opponent for a personal
matter.5

A grand jury initially indicted 10 individuals in connection with the Harris and Turner case,
including Hays and his wife, and six campaign workers. Of the remaining defendants, only one,
Tom Varney, also a witness in the Hays case, pled guilty. The others were either acquitted of
vote buying charges or had vote buying charges dropped. 6 Prosecutors have announced that their
investigation continues into others tied to Harris and may produce further indictments.

The Harris case follows a series of trials related to the 1998 Knott County Democratic primary.
Between 2003 and 2004, 10 individuals were indicted on vote buying charges, including a
winning candidate in those primaries, Knott County judge-executive Donnie Newsome, who was
reelected in 2002. In 2004 Newsome and a supporter were sent to jail and fined. Five other

1 "Five convicted in federal vote-fraud trial" Associated Press, June 30, 2005; "Powell gets 21 months" Belleville
News-Democrat, March t, 2006.
2 "Four Plead Guilty To Vote-Buying Cash Was Allegedly Supplied By St. Clair Democratic Machine" Belleville
News-Democrat, March 23, 2005.
3 "2 found guilty in pike county vote-fraud case; Two-year sentences possible," Lexington Herald Leader,
September 17, 2004.

"Jury weighing vote-fraud case," Lexington Herald Leader, September 16, 2004.
S "Pike Election Trial Goes To Jury" Lexington Herald Leader, January I, 2006.
6 "Former state senator acquitted of vote buying," Lexington Herald Leader, November 2, 2004.
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defendants pled guilty to vote buying charges, and three were acquitted. The primary means of
vote buying entailed purchasing absentee votes from elderly, infirm, illiterate or poor voters,
usually for between $50 and $100. This resulted in an abnormally high number of absentee
ballots in the primary. 7 Indictments relating to that same 1998 primary were also brought in
1999, when 6 individuals were indicted for buying the votes of students at a small local college.
Five of those indicted were convicted or pled guilty.8

Absentee vote buying was also an issue in 2002, when federal prosecutors opened an
investigation in Kentucky's Clay County after an abnormal number of absentee ballots were filed
in the primary and the sheriff halted absentee voting twice over concerns. 9 Officials received
hundreds of complaints of vote-buying during the 2002 primary, and state investigators
performed follow up investigations in a number of counties, including Knott, Bell, Floyd, Pike,
and Maginoff 10 No indictments have been produced so far.

So far, relatively few incidents of vote-buying have been substantially identified or investigated
in the 2004 election. Two instances of vote buying in local 2004 elections have been brought
before a grand jury. In one, a Casey County man was indicted for purchasing votes in a local
school board race with cash and whiskey.' 1 In the second, the grand jury chose not to indict an
individual accused of offering to purchase a teenager's vote on a local proposal with beer.12

An extensive vote buying conspiracy has also been uncovered in southern West Virginia. The
federal probe, which handed down its first indictment in 2003, has yielded more than a dozen
guilty pleas to charges of vote buying and conspiracy in elections since the late 1980s. As this
area is almost exclusively dominated by the Democratic Party, vote-buying occurred largely
during primary contests.

The first phase of the probe focused on Logan County residents, where vote buying charges were
brought in relation to elections in 1996, 2000, 2002 and 2004. In an extraordinary tactic, the FBI
planted the former mayor of Logan City, Tom Esposito, as a candidate in a state legislative race.
Esposito's cooperation led to guilty pleas from the Logan County Clerk, who pled guilty to
selling his vote to Esposito in 1996, 13 and another man who took money from Esposito for the
purpose of vote buying in 2004.14

Guilty pleas were also obtained in connection with former county sheriff Johnny Mendez, who
pled guilty to buying votes in two primary elections in order to elect candidates including

7 "Knott County, KY., Judge Executive sentenced on vote-buying conspiracy charges," Department of Justice,
March 16, 2004.
8 "6 men accused of vote fraud in '98 Knott primary; Charges include vote buying and lying to FBI"

"Election 2002: ABSENTEE BALLOTING; State attorney general's office investigates voting records in some
counties" The Courier-Journal, November 7, 2002.
10 "Election 2002: Kentucky; VOTE FRAUD; Investigators monitor 17 counties across state" The Courier-Journal,
November 6, 2002.
" "Jury finds man guilty on vote-buying charges" Associated Press, November 11, 2005.
1Z "Man in beer vote case files suit" The Cincinnati Enquirer, March 17, 2005.
1` "Two plead to vote fraud; Logan clerk sold vote; politician tried to buy votes" Charleston Gazette, December 14,
2005.
14 "Logan man gets probation in vote-fraud scandal" Charleston Gazette, March I, 2006.



himself. In 2000, with a large amount of funding from a prominent local lawyer seeking to
influence a state delegate election for his wife, Mendez distributed around $10,000 in payments
to voters of $10 to $100. Then, in the 2004 primary, Mendez distributed around $2,000 before
his arrest. 15 A deputy of Mendez', the former Logan police chief, also pled guilty to a count of
vote buying in 2002.16

Prosecutors focusing on neighboring Lincoln County have alleged a long-standing vote-buying
conspiracy extending back to the late 1980s. The probe identified Lincoln County Circuit Clerk
Greg Stowers as head of a Democratic Party faction which routinely bought votes in order to
maintain office. Stowers pled guilty in December 2005 to distributing around $7,000 to buy
votes in the 2004 primary. The Lincoln County Assessor, and Stowers' longtime political ally,
Jerry Allen Weaver, also pled guilty to conspiracy to buy votes.' ? These were accompanied by
four other guilty pleas from party workers for vote buying in primaries. While most specific
charges focused on vote buying in the 2004 primary, defendants also admitted buying votes as
far back as the 1988, 1990, and 1992 primaries.

The leading conspirators would give party workers candidate slates and cash, which workers
would then take to the polling place and use to purchase votes for amounts between $10 and $40
and in one instance, for liquor. Voters would be handed the slate of chosen candidates, and
would then be paid upon exiting the polling place. In other cases, the elected officials in question
purchased votes in exchange for non-cash rewards, including patronage positions, fixed tickets,
favorable tax assessments, and home improvements.'8

The West Virginia probe is ongoing, as prosecutors are scrutinizing others implicated during the
proceedings so far, including a sitting state delegate, who may be under scrutiny for vote buying
in a 1990 election, and one of the Lincoln county defendants who previously had vote buying
charges against him dropped.19

15 "Mendez confined to home for year Ex-Logan sheriff was convicted of buying votes" Charleston Gazette, January
22, 2005.
^ 6 "Ex-Logan police sentenced for buying votes" Associated Press, February 15, 2005.
17 "Clerk says he engaged in vote buying" Charleston Gazette, December 30, 2005.
IR "Lincoln clerk, two others plead guilty to election fraud" Charleston Daily Mail, December 30, 2005.
19 "Next phase pondered in federal vote-buying probe" Associated Press, January I, 2006.



Nexis Search Articles Analysis

Note: The search terms used were ones agreed upon by both Job Serebrov and Tova
Wang and are available upon request. A more systematic, numerical analysis of the data
contained in the Nexis charts is currently being undertaken. What follows is an
overview.

Recommendation: In phase 2, consultants should conduct a Nexis search that specifically
attempts to follow up on the cases for which no resolution is evident from this particular
initial search.

Overview of the Articles

Absentee Ballots

According to press reports, absentee ballots are abused in a variety of ways:

1. Campaign workers, candidates and others coerce the voting choices of vulnerable
populations, usually elderly voters

2. Workers for groups and individuals have attempted to vote absentee in the names
of the deceased

3. Workers for groups, campaign workers and individuals have attempted to forge
the names of other voters on absentee ballot requests and absentee ballots and
thus vote multiple times

It is unclear how often actual convictions result from these activities (a handful of articles
indicate convictions and guilty pleas), but this is an area in which there have been a
substantial number of official investigations and actual charges filed, according to news
reports where such information is available. A few of the allegations became part of civil
court proceedings contesting the outcome of the election.

While absentee fraud allegations turn up throughout the country, a few states have had
several such cases. Especially of note are Indiana, New Jersey, South Dakota, and most
particularly, Texas. Interestingly, there were no articles regarding Oregon, where the
entire system is vote by mail.

Voter Registration Fraud

According to press reports, the following types of allegations of voter registration fraud
are most common:

1. Registering in the name of dead people
2. Fake names and other information on voter registration forms
3. Illegitimate addresses used on voter registration forms
4. Voters being tricked into registering for a particular party under false pretenses
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5. Destruction of voter registration forms depending on the party the voter registered
with

There was only one self evident instance of a noncitizen registering to vote. Many of the
instances reported on included official investigations and charges filed, but few actual
convictions, at least from the news reporting. There have been multiple reports of
registration fraud in California, Colorado, Florida, Missouri, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, South Dakota and Wisconsin.

Voter Intimidation and Suppression

This is the area which had the most articles in part because there were so many
allegations of intimidation and suppression during the 2004 election. Most of these
remained allegations and no criminal investigation or prosecution ensued. Some of the
cases did end up in civil litigation.

This is not to say that these alleged activities were confined to 2004 — there were several
allegations made during every year studied. Most notable were the high number of
allegations of voter intimidation and harassment reported during the 2003 Philadelphia
mayoral race.

A very high number of the articles were about the issue of challenges to voters'
registration status and challengers at the polling places. There were many allegations that
planned challenge activities were targeted at minority communities. Some of the
challenges were concentrated in immigrant communities.

However, the tactics alleged varied greatly. The types of activities discussed also include
the following:

• Photographing or videotaping voters coming out of polling places.
• Improper demands for identification
• Poll watchers harassing voters
• Poll workers being hostile to or aggressively challenging voters
• Disproportionate police presence
• Poll watchers wearing clothes with messages that seemed intended to intimidate
• Insufficient voting machines and unmanageably long lines

Although the incidents reported on occurred everywhere, not surprisingly, many came
from "battleground" states. There were several such reports out of Florida, Ohio and
Pennsylvania.

"Dead Voters and Multiple Voting"

There were a high number of articles about people voting in the names of the dead and
voting more than once. Many of these articles were marked by allegations of big
numbers of people committing these frauds, and relatively few of these allegations



turning out to be accurate according to investigations by the newspapers themselves,
\. 11 elections officials and criminal investigators. Often the problem turned out to be a result

`of administrative error, poll workers mis-marking of voter lists, a flawed registration list
and/or errors made in the attempt to match names of voters on the list with the names of
the people who voted. In a good number of cases, there were allegations that charges of
double voting by political leaders were an effort to scare people away from the voting
process.

Nonetheless there were a few cases of people actually being charged and/or convicted for
these kinds of activities. Most of the cases involved a person voting both by absentee
ballot and in person. A few instances involved people voting both during early voting
and on Election Day, which calls into question the proper marking and maintenance of
the voting lists. In many instances, the person charged claimed not to have voted twice
on purpose. A very small handful of cases involved a voter voting in more than one
county and there was one substantiated case involving a person voting in more than one
state. Other instances in which such efforts were alleged were disproved by officials.

In the case of voting in the name of a dead person, the problem lay in the voter
registration list not being properly maintained, i.e. the person was still on the registration
list as eligible to vote, and a person taking criminal advantage of that. In total, the San
Francisco Chronicle found 5 such cases in March 2004; the AP cited a newspaper
analysis of five such persons in an Indiana primary in May 2004; and a senate committee
found two people to have voted in the names of the dead in 2005.

As usual, there were a disproportionate number of such articles coming out of Florida.
Notably, there were three articles out of Oregon, which has one hundred percent vote-by-
mail.

Vote Buying

There were a surprising number of articles about vote buying cases. A few of these
instances involved long-time investigations in three particular jurisdictions as detailed in
the vote buying summary. There were more official investigations, indictments and
convictions/pleas in this area. All of these cases are concentrated in the Midwest and
South.

Deceptive Practices

In 2004 there were numerous reports of intentional disinformation about voting eligibility
and the voting process meant to confuse voters about their rights and when and where to
vote. Misinformation came in the form of flyers, phone calls, letters, and even people
going door to door. Many of the efforts were reportedly targeted at minority
communities. A disproportionate number of them came from key battleground states,
particularly Florida, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. From the news reports found, only one of
these instances was officially investigated, the case in Oregon involving the destruction



of voter registration forms. There were no reports of prosecutions or any other legal
proceeding.

Non-citizen Voting

There were surprisingly few articles regarding noncitizen registration and voting – just
seven all together, in seven different states across the country. They were also evenly
split between allegations of noncitizens registering and noncitizens voting. In one case
charges were filed against ten individuals. In one case a judge in a civil suit found there
was illegal noncitizen voting. Three instances prompted official investigations. Two
cases, from this nexis search, remained just allegations of noncitizen voting.

Felon Voting

Although there were only thirteen cases of felon voting, some of them involved large
numbers of voters. Most notably, of course, are the cases that came to light in the
Washington gubernatorial election contest (see Washington summary) and in Wisconsin
(see Wisconsin summary). In several states, the main problem has the large number of
ineligible felons that remained on the voting list.

Election Official Fraud

In most of the cases in which fraud by elections officials is suspected or alleged, it is
difficult to determine whether it is incompetence or a crime. There are several cases of
ballots gone missing, ballots unaccounted for and ballots ending up in a worker's
possession. In two cases workers were said to have changed peoples' votes. The one
instance in which widespread ballot box stuffing by elections workers was alleged was in
Washington State. The judge in the civil trial of that election contest did not find that
elections workers had committed fraud. Four of the cases are from Texas.
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List of Experts Interviewed

Wade Henderson, Executive Director, Leadership Confereriee tfor Civil Rights

Wendy Weiser, Deputy Director, Democracy Program, The Brennan Center

William Groth, attorney for the plaintiffs in the Indiana voter identification litigation

Lori Minnite, Barnard College, Columbia University

Neil Bradley, ACLU Voting Rights Project

Nina Perales, Counsel, Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund

Pat Rogers, attorney, New Mexico

Rebecca Vigil-Giron, Secretary of State, New Mexico

Sarah Ball Johnson, Executive Director of the State Board of Elections, Kentucky

Stephen Ansolobohere, Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Chandler Davidson, Rice University

Tracey Campbell, author, Deliver the Vote

Douglas Webber, Assistant Attorney General, Indiana, (defendant in the Indiana voter
identification litigation)

Heather Dawn Thompson, Director of Government Relations, National Congress of
American Indians

Jason Torchinsky, Assistant General Counsel, American Center for Voting Rights

Robin DeJarnette, Executive Director, American Center for Voting Rights

Joseph Rich, former Director of the Voting Section, Civil Rights Division, U.S.
Department of Justice

Joseph Sandler, Counsel to the Democratic National Committee

John Ravitz, Executive Director, New York City Board of Elections

John Tanner, Director, Voting Section, Civil Rights Division, U.S. Department of Justice

Kevin Kennedy, Executive Director of the State Board of Elections, Wisconsin
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Evelyn Stratton, Justice, Supreme Court of Ohio

Tony Sirvello, Executive Director, International Association of
Clerks, Recorders, Election Officials and Treasurers

Harry Van Sickle, Commissioner of Elections, Pennsylvania

Craig Donsanto, Director, Public Integrity Section, U.S. Department of Justice

Sharon Priest, former Secretary of State, Arkansas
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Analysis of the September 15, 2005 Voter Fraud Report Submitted to the New Jersey
Attorney General

By The Brennan Center for Justice at NYU School of Law and Dr. Michael McDonald of
George Mason University

General

A September 15, 2005 Report submitted to the New Jersey Attorney General included
lists of purportedly illegitimate votes in New Jersey in the 2004 general election,
including lists of 10,969 individuals who purportedly voted twice and lists of 4,756
voters who were purportedly dead or incarcerated in November 2004. For the present
Analysis of the Report, the lists of voters submitted to the New Jersey Attorney General,
as well as a copy of the New Jersey county voter registration files were obtained, and an
initial investigation of the report's claims was conducted. The analysis shows that the
lists submitted are substantially flawed.

The Analysis is based on methodology only: its authors did not gain access to original
documents related to registration or original pollbook records; only recently were copies
of the counties' original registration data files acquired and compiled, which contain
some notable gaps; and the lists submitted to the Attorney General contain significant
errors and little documentation, which complicated the analysis. Nonetheless, the analysts
say that information collected is sufficient for generally assessing the quality of evidence
presented to support the September 15 report. Analysis of the suspect lists reveals that
the evidence submitted does not show what it purports to show: cause for concern that
there is serious risk of widespread fraud given the state of the New Jersey voter
registration rolls.

These suspect lists were compiled by attempting to match the first name, last name, and
birth date of persons on county voter registration files. Entries that supposedly
"matched" other entries were apparently deemed to represent the same individual, voting
twice. This methodology was similar to the method used in compiling the notoriously
inaccurate Florida "purge lists" of suspected ineligible felons in 2000 and 2004. As
Florida's experience shows, matching names and birth dates in the voter registration
context can easily lead to false conclusions — as was almost certainly the case here.

This Analysis reveals several serious problems with the methodology used to compile the
suspect lists that compromise the lists' practical value. For example, the data used in the
Report from one county appears to be particularly suspect and anomalous, and may have
substantially skewed the overall results. In addition, middle initials were ignored
throughout all counties, so that "J	 A. Smith" was presumed to be the same 	 person
as "J	 G. Smith." Suffixes were also ignored, so that fathers and sons — like
"B	 Johnson" and "B______ Johnson, Jr." — were said to be the same person.

Underlying many of the entries on these lists, and similar lists compiled in Florida and
elsewhere, is a presumption that two records with the same name and date of birth must
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represent the same person. As explained in this analysis, this presumption is not
consistent with basic statistical principles. Even when votes appear to have been cast in
two different cities under the same name and birth date, statistics show that voter fraud is
not necessarily to blame. With 3.6 million persons who voted in the 2004 election in
New Jersey, the chance that some have the same name and birth date is not far-fetched.

Analysis of the Claim of Double Voting by 4,497 Individuals

Attempts to match data on one list to data on another list will often yield "false
positives:" two records that at first appear to be a match but do not actually represent the
same person. The natural incidence of "false positives" for a matching exercise of this
scale – especially when, as here, conducted with relatively little attention to detail -
readily explains the ostensible number of double votes.

1,803 of these 4,397 records of ostensibly illegal votes seem to be the product of a glitch
in the compilation of the registration files. These records reflect two registration entries
by the same person from the same address, with a notation next to each that the
individual has voted. For example, 55-year-old W	 A. Connors, living at 253
B	 Ave. in a New York commuter suburb, is listed on the data files with an
(erroneous) first registration date in 1901 and a second registration date in 1993; Mr.
Connors is thus represented twice on the data files submitted. Each of these entries also
indicates that W	 A. Connors at 253 B	 Ave voted in 2004. There is no
credible indication, however, that Mr. Connors actually voted twice; indeed, given the
clearly erroneous registration date on the files, it is far more likely that data error is to
blame for the doubly logged vote as well.

More plausibly, the bulk of these 1,803 records may be traced to irregularities in the data
processing and compilation process for one single county: the Middlesex County
registration file accounts for only 10% of registered voters in the state but 78% of these
alleged double votes. The suspect lists themselves contain an acknowledgment that the
problem in Middlesex is probably not fraud: 99% of these Middlesex voters are labeled
on the lists submitted to the Attorney General with a notation that the record is "less
likely" to indicate an illegal double vote.

Another 1,257 entries of the 4,397 records probably represent similar data errors – also
largely driven by a likely glitch in the Middlesex County file, which is also vastly over
represented in this category. These records show ever-so-slight variations in records
listed with the same date of birth at the same address: for example, the same first and last
names, but different middle initials or suffixes (e.g., J 	 T. Kearns, Sr., and J 	 T..
Kearns, Jr., both born the same day and living at the same address; or J 	 E. Allen
and J	 P. Allen, born the same day and living at the same address).

Approximately 800 of the entries on the list likely represent different people, with
different addresses and different middle initials or suffixes. For example, W 	 S.
Smith, living in a northern New Jersey town, and W	 C. Smith, living in another
town two hours away, share the same date of birth but are not the same person. Nor are
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T	 Brown, living in a New York commuter suburb, and T	 H. Brown, Jr.,
living in a small town over an hour west, despite the fact that they also share the same
birth date. About three-quarters of the entries in this category reveal data that
affirmatively conflict – for example, a middle initial ("W	 S.") in one case, and a
different middle initial ("W C.") in another, listed at different addresses. There is
absolutely no good reason to conclude that these individuals are in fact the same, when
the available evidence indicates the contrary.

For approximately 200 of the entries in this category, however, less information is
available. These entries show a middle initial ("J	 W. Davis") in one case, and no
middle initial ("J	 Davis") in another – again, at different addresses. The lack of 	 the
middle initial is ambiguous: it could mean that one of the J	 Davis in question has
no middle name, or it could mean that the middle initial was simply omitted in a
particular registration entry. Although these entries involve less conclusive affirmative
evidence of a false match than the entries noted above, there is still no good reason to
believe that "J	 W. Davis" and "J	 Davis," at different addresses, represent the
same person.

Of the individuals remaining, there are serious concerns with the accuracy of the dates of
birth. Seven voters were apparently born in January 1, 1880 – which is most likely a
system default for registrations lacking date-of-birth information. For 227 voters, only
the month and year of birth are listed: this means only that two voters with the same
name were born in the same month and year, an unsurprising coincidence in a state of
several million people.

That leaves approximately 289 votes cast under the same name and birth date – like votes
cast by "P	 S. Rosen," born in the middle of the baby boom – but from two different
addresses. It may appear strange, but there may be two P 	 S. Rosens, born on the
same date in 1948 – and such coincidences are surprisingly common. For any one
person, the odds of someone else having the same name and birth date is small. But
because there are so many voters in New Jersey, a sizable number will have the same
name and birth date simply by chance. In a group of just 23 people, it is more likely than
not that two will share the same birthday. For 40 people, the probability is 90%. Many,
if not most, of the 289 alleged double votes of persons registered at different addresses
most likely reflect two separate individuals sharing a first name, last name, middle intial,
and birth date.

The September 15 Report makes much of the raw potential for foul play based on the
unsurprising fact that there are voters who appear on the New Jersey registration rolls
more than once. As noted above, many of the names identified reflect two different
individuals and not simply duplicate entries. But there is no doubt that there are duplicate
entries on New Jersey's registration rolls. It is well known that voter registration rolls
contain "deadwood" – registration entries for individuals no longer living at a given
address or deceased. There is no evidence, however, that these extra registrations are
used for widespread illegal voting. Moreover, the problem of deadwood will soon be
largely resolved: both the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 and the Help America
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Vote Act of 2002 require states to implement several systems and procedures as of
January 1, 2006, that will clean the voter rolls of duplicate or invalid entries while
protecting eligible voters from unintended disfranchisement.
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The Federal Crime of Election Fraud
By Craig Donsanto

In The Federal Crime of Election Fraud, Donsanto addresses the role of the United States
Department of Justice in matters of election fraud. Specifically, it answers the most
frequently asked questions concerning the federal law enforcement role in election
matters. Particularly, what sort of election-related conduct is potentially actionable as a
federal crime, what specific statutory theories apply to frauds occurring in elections
lacking federal candidates on the ballot, what federalism, procedural, and policy
considerations impact on the federalization of this type of case, and how Assistant United
States Attorneys should respond to this type of complaint.

Donsanto indicates that as a general rule, the federal crime of voter fraud embraces only
organized efforts to corrupt of the election process itself: i.e., the registration of voters,
the casting of ballots, and the tabulation and certification of election results. Moreover,
this definition excludes all activities that occur in connection with the political
campaigning process, unless those activities are themselves illegal under some other
specific law or prosecutorial theory. This definition also excludes isolated acts of
individual wrongdoing that are not part of an organized effort to corrupt the voting
process. Finally, Donsanto points out that mistakes and other gaffs that inevitably occur
are not included as voter fraud. Where mistakes occur on a significant enough level to
potentially affect the outcome of an election, the appropriate remedy is an election
contest brought by the loser seeking civil judicial redress through the appropriate state
election contest process.

Along with the limits discussed above, prosecuting election fraud offenses in federal
court is further complicated by the constitutional limits that are placed on federal power
over the election process. The conduct of elections is primarily a state rather than a
federal activity.

Donsanto lists four types of election fraud: schemes to purposely and corruptly register
voters who either do not exist, or who are known by the putative defendant to be
ineligible to vote under applicable state law; schemes to cast, record or fraudulently
tabulate votes for voters who do not participate in the voting act at all; schemes to corrupt
the voting act of voters who do participate in the voting act to a limited extent; and,
schemes to knowingly prevent voters qualified voters from voting.

Donsanto lists four situations where federal prosecution is appropriate: Where the
objective of the conduct is to corrupt the outcome of a federal elective contest, or where
the consequential effect of the corrupt conduct impacts upon the vote count for federal
office; Where the object of the scheme is to discriminate against racial, ethnic or
language minority groups, the voting rights of which have been specifically protected by
federal statues such as the Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. section 1973 et seq.; Where
federalization is required in order to redress longstanding patters of electoral fraud, either
at the request of state or local authorities, or in the face of longstanding inaction by. state
authorities who appear to be unwilling or unable to respond under local law; and, Where



there is a factual basis to believe that fraudulent registration or voting activity is
sufficiently connected to other from of criminal activity that perusing the voter fraud
angle will yield evidence useful in the prosecution of other categories of federal offense.

Donsanto lists four advantages to federal prosecution: voter fraud investigations are labor
intensive. Local law enforcement agencies often lack the manpower and the financial
resources to take these cases on; voter fraud matters are always politically sensitive and
very high profile endeavors at the local level. Local prosecutors (who are usually
themselves elected) often shy away from prosecuting them for that reason; the successful
prosecution of voter fraud cases demands that critical witnesses be examined under oath
before criminal charges based on their testimony are filed. Many states lack the broad
grand jury process that exists in the federal system; and, the defendants in voter fraud
cases are apt to be politicians - or agents of politicians - and it is often impossible for
either the government or the defendant to obtain a fair trial in a case that is about politics
and is tried to a locally-drawn jury. The federal court system provides for juries to be
drawn from broader geographic base, thus often avoiding this problem.

Several prosecutorial theories used by United States Attorneys to federalize election
frauds are discussed. These include: schemes by polling officers to violate their duty
under state law to safeguard the integrity of the election process by purposefully allowing
void ballots to be cast (stuffing the ballot box), or by intentionally rendering fraudulent
vote tallies which can be prosecuted as civil rights violations under 18 U.S.C. sections
241 or 242; schemes to stimulate or reward voter registration by offering or giving voters
things having monetary value violate the "payment for registering" clause of 42 U.S.C.
section 19731(c); schemes to register voters fraudulently through providing election
officials materially false information about the voter's eligibility for the franchise; and,
schemes to obtain and cast ballots that are materially defective in nonfederal elections
can still be prosecuted under 18 U.S.C. section 1341. There are also some other federal
statutes involved in election fraud cases such as 18 U.S,.C. section 597 that prohibits
making expenditures for the specific purpose of stimulating voters to cast ballots for
candidates seeking the federal offices of Senator, Congressman or President and 42
U.S.C. section 1973i (e) that prohibits voting more than once in elections where federal
candidates are on the ballot.

Donsanto lists four questions used by prosecutors in evaluating the credibility of election
complaints: does the substance of the complaint assuming it can be proven through
investigation - suggest a potential crime; is the complaint sufficiently fact-specific that it
provides leads for investigators to pursue; is there a federal statute that can be used to
federalize the criminal activity at issue; and, is there a special federal interest in the
matter that warrants federalization rather than deferral to state law enforcement.

All federal election investigations must avoid the following: non-interference in elections
unless absolutely necessary to preserve evidence; interviewing voters during active
voting periods; seizing official election documentation; investigative activity inside open
polls; and prosecutors must adhere to 18 U.S.C. section 592, prohibiting the stationing of
armed men at places where voting activity is taking place.



Finally, Donsanto indicates that election crimes based on race or language minority status
are treated as civil rights matters under the Voting Rights Act.
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Prosecution of Election Fraud under United States Federal Law, Craig Donsanto

Election Protection 2004, Election Protection Coalition

The Federal Crime of Election Fraud, Craig Donsanto

Views of Selected Local Election Officials on Managing Voter Registration and Ensuring
Eligible Citizens Can Vote, General Accounting Office



Securing the Vote: An Analysis of Election Fraud, Lori Minnite

Shattering the Myth: An Initial Snapshot of Voter Disenfranchisement in the 2004
Elections, People for the American Way, NAACP, Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights

Books

Stealing Elections, John Fund

Steal this Vote: Dirty Elections and the Rotten History of Democracy in American,
Andrew Gumbel

Deliver the Vote: A History of Election Fraud, An American Political Tradition — 1742-
2004, Tracey Campbell

A Funny Thing Happened on the Way to the White House, David E. Johnson and Jonny
R. Johnson

Fooled Again, Mark Crispin Miller

Legal

Indiana Democratic Party vs. Rokita

Common Cause of Georgia vs. Billup

U.S. Department of Justice Section 5 Recommendation Memorandum (Georgia voter
identification)



"Tova Wang"	 To psims@eac.gov
<wang@tcf.org>	

cc dromig@eac.gov
05/15/2006 09:07 AM	

bcc

Subject I'm sorry

I don't think I sent this to you either. Can we hand it out at the meeting as an addendum? Its another
summary that would have gone in the news article section. I'm usually so organized, I'm very
embarrassed. Too many things! Thanks

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East 70th Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.

votebuyingsummary. doc



Major Vote Buying Cases Summary

Between 2001 and 2006, allegations and convictions for, votebuying and conspiracies to buy - - - - - let: of

votes ere concentrated in three states: Illinois West Virginia and Kentucky.	 - Deleted: which have resulted in
convictions on these charges a

In East St. Louis, Illinois, nine individuals, including a former city council member and the
head of the local Democratic Party, Charles Powell, Jr., were convicted or pled guilty to vote
buying and conspiracy to commit election fraud during the 2004 general election. The
government's conspiracy case was almost entirely based on taped conversations in which the
defendants discussed buying votes for $5 and whether this would be adequate. Federal
prosecutors alleged that the vote buying was financed with $79,000 transferred from the County
Democratic Party shortly before the election, although county officials have not been charged.
Four defendants were convicted of purchasing or offering to purchase at least one vote directly,
while Democratic Party chairman was only convicted of conspiracy.' Earlier, three precinct
officials and one precinct worker pled guilty to buying votes for $5 or $10 in that same election.2

Eastern Kentucky has witnessed a series of vote buying cases over the last several years. The
most recent revolved around Ross Harris, a Pike County political fundraiser and coal executive,
and his associate Loren Glenn Turner. Harris and Turner were convicted in September 2004 of
vote buying, mail fraud, and several other counts. 3 Prosecutors alleged Harris and Turner
conspired to buy votes and provided the necessary funds in an unsuccessful 2002 bid for Pike
County district judge by former State Senator Doug Hays. Hams supplied nearly $40,000,
Turner laundered the money through straw contributors, and the cash was then disbursed in the
form of $50 checks ostensibly for `vote hauling', the legal practice of paying campaign workers
to get voters to the polls which is notorious as a cover for buying votes. 4 Harris attempted to
influence the race on behalf of Hays in order to get revenge on Hays' opponent for a personal
matter.5

A grand jury initially indicted 10 individuals in connection with the Harris and Turner case,
including Hays and his wife, and six campaign workers. Of the remaining defendants, only one,
Tom Varney, also a witness in the Hays case, pled guilty. The others were either acquitted of
vote buying charges or had vote buying charges dropped. 6 Prosecutors have announced that their
investigation continues into others tied to Harris and may produce further indictments.

The Harris case follows a series of trials related to the 1998 Knott County Democratic primary.
Between 2003 and 2004, 10 individuals were indicted on vote buying charges, including a
winning candidate in those primaries, Knott County judge-executive Donnie Newsome, who was
reelected in 2002. In 2004 Newsome and a supporter were sent to jail and fined. Five other

1 "Five convicted in federal vote-fraud trial" Associated Press, June 30, 2005; "Powell gets 21 months" Belleville
News-Democrat, March 1, 2006.
2 "Four Plead Guilty To Vote-Buying Cash Was Allegedly Supplied By St. Clair Democratic Machine" Belleville
News-Democrat, March 23, 2005.

"2 found guilty in pike county vote-fraud case; Two-year sentences possible," Lexington Herald Leader,
September 17, 2004.
° "Jury weighing vote-fraud case," Lexington Herald Leader, September 16, 2004.
5 "Pike Election Trial Goes To Jury" Lexington Herald Leader, January I, 2006.
6 "Former state senator acquitted of vote buying," Lexington Herald Leader, November 2, 2004,
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defendants pled guilty to vote buying charges, and three were acquitted. The primary means of
vote buying entailed purchasing absentee votes from elderly, infirm, illiterate or poor voters,
usually for between $50 and $100. This resulted in an abnormally high number of absentee
ballots in the primary.' Indictments relating to that same 1998 primary were also brought in
1999, when 6 individuals were indicted for buying the votes of students at a small local college.
Five of those indicted were convicted or pled guilty.8

Absentee vote buying was also an issue in 2002, when federal prosecutors opened an
investigation in Kentucky's Clay County after an abnormal number of absentee ballots were filed
in the primary and the sheriff halted absentee voting twice over concerns. 9 Officials received
hundreds of complaints of vote-buying during the 2002 primary, and state investigators
performed follow up investigations in a number of counties, including Knott, Bell, Floyd, Pike,
and Maginoff. 1 ° No indictments have been produced so far.

So far, relatively few incidents of vote-buying have been substantially identified or investigated
in the 2004 election. Two instances of vote buying in local 2004 elections have been brought
before a grand jury. In one, a Casey County man was indicted for purchasing votes in a local
school board race with cash and whiskey." In the second, the grand jury chose not to indict an
individual accused of offering to purchase a teenager's vote on a local proposal with beer.'2

An extensive vote buying conspiracy has also been uncovered in southern West Virginia. The
federal probe, which handed down its first indictment in 2003, has yielded more than a dozen
guilty pleas to charges of vote buying and conspiracy in elections since the late 1980s. As this
area is almost exclusively dominated by the Democratic Party, vote-buying occurred largely
during primary contests.

The first phase of the probe focused on Logan County residents, where vote buying charges were
brought in relation to elections in 1996, 2000, 2002 and 2004. In an extraordinary tactic, the FBI
planted the former mayor of Logan City, Tom Esposito, as a candidate in a state legislative race.
Esposito's cooperation led to guilty pleas from the Logan County Clerk, who pled guilty to
selling his vote to Esposito in 1996, 13 and another man who took money from Esposito for the
purpose of vote buying in 2004.14

Guilty pleas were also obtained in connection with former county sheriff Johnny Mendez, who
pled guilty to buying votes in two primary elections in order to elect candidates including

7 "Knott County, KY., Judge Executive sentenced on vote-buying conspiracy charges," Department of Justice,
March 16, 2004.
" "6 men accused of vote fraud in '98 Knott primary; Charges include vote buying and lying to FBI"
9 "Election 2002: ABSENTEE BALLOTING; State attorney general's office investigates voting records in some
counties" The Courier-Journal, November 7, 2002.
10 "Election 2002: Kentucky; VOTE FRAUD; Investigators monitor 17 counties across state" The Courier-Journal,
November 6, 2002.
1 1 "Jury finds man guilty on vote-buying charges" Associated Press, November 11, 2005.
12 "Man in beer vote case files suit" The Cincinnati Enquirer, March 17, 2005.
1} "Two plead to vote fraud; Logan clerk sold vote; politician tried to buy votes" Charleston Gazette, December 14,
2005.
14 "Logan man gets probation in vote-fraud scandal" Charleston Gazette, March 1, 2006.



himself. In 2000, with a large amount of funding from a prominent local lawyer seeking to
influence a state delegate election for his wife, Mendez distributed around $10,000 in payments
to voters of $10 to $100. Then, in the 2004 primary, Mendez distributed around $2,000 before
his arrest. 15 A deputy of Mendez', the former Logan police chief, also pled guilty to a count of
vote buying in 2002.16

Prosecutors focusing on neighboring Lincoln County have alleged a long-standing vote-buying
conspiracy extending back to the late 1980s. The probe identified Lincoln County Circuit Clerk
Greg Stowers as head of a Democratic Party faction which routinely bought votes in order to
maintain office. Stowers pled guilty in December 2005 to distributing around $7,000 to buy
votes in the 2004 primary. The Lincoln County Assessor, and Stowers' longtime political ally,
Jerry Allen Weaver, also pled guilty to conspiracy to buy votes. These were accompanied by
four other guilty pleas from party workers for vote buying in primaries. While most specific
charges focused on vote buying in the 2004 primary, defendants also admitted buying votes as
far back as the 1988, 1990, and 1992 primaries.

The leading conspirators would give party workers candidate slates and cash, which workers
would then take to the polling place and use to purchase votes for amounts between $10 and $40
and in one instance, for liquor. Voters would be handed the slate of chosen candidates, and
would then be paid upon exiting the polling place. In other cases, the elected officials in question
purchased votes in exchange for non-cash rewards, including patronage positions, fixed tickets,
favorable tax assessments, and home improvements.'$

The West Virginia probe is ongoing, as prosecutors are scrutinizing others implicated during the
proceedings so far, including a sitting state delegate, who may be under scrutiny for vote buying
in a 1990 election, and one of the Lincoln county defendants who previously had vote buying
charges against him dropped.19

15 "Mendez confined to home for year Ex-Logan sheriff was convicted of buying votes" Charleston Gazette, January
22, 2005.

^ 6 "Ex-Logan police sentenced for buying votes" Associated Press, February 15, 2005.
1 ' "Clerk says he engaged in vote buying" Charleston Gazette, December 30, 2005.
18 "Lincoln clerk, two others plead guilty to election fraud" Charleston Daily Mail, December 30, 2005.
19 "Next phase pondered in federal vote-buying probe" Associated Press, January 1, 2006.
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"Tova Wang" <wang@tcf.org>

05/15/2006 09:56 AM

To dromig@eac.gov

CC psims@eac.gov

bcc

Subject RE: I'm sorry

Great -- thanks so much and apologies for the false alarm.
-----Original Message-----
From: dromig@eac.gov [mailto:dromig@eac.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2006 8:51 AM
To: wang@tcf.org
Cc: psims@eac.gov
Subject: RE: I'm sorry

This article is on the CD, it is located in the "Nexis Article Charts" folder.

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

"Tova Wang" <wang@tcf.org>

05/15/2006 09:26 AM

To psims@eac.gov

cc dromig@eac.gov

Subject RE: I'm sorry

Thats good. I'm probably just getting crazy, trying to make sure everything is perfect. Devon,
maybe you can check? Otherwise I'll check it when it comes. Thanks. And be well Peg.
-----Original Message-----
From: psims@eac.gov [mailto:psims@eac.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2006 8:23 AM
To: Tova Andrea Wang
Subject: Re: I'm sorry
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Tova:
I think you did send this --- or is this a revised version of one you
sent earlier? It should be on the CD in the packet you should receive
today.. (Can't check that right now as I am at the clinic.) If I put
anything on the CD that you want to highlight at the meeting, let me
know and we'll make copies for those attending.
Peggy

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message -----
From: "Tova Wang" [wang@tcf.org]
Sent: 05/15/2006 09:07 AM
To: Margaret Sims
Cc: Devon Romig

Subject: I'm sorry

I don't think I sent this to you either. Can we hand it out at the meeting as an addendum? Its
another summary that would have gone in the news article section. I'm usually so organized, I'm

very embarrassed. Too many things! Thanks

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East loth Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.
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"Tova Wang" <wang@tcf.org>	 To psims@eac.gov

cc dromig@eac.gov
05/15/2006 09:26 AM

bcc

Subject RE: I'm sorry

History	
–	 –

This message has been replied to.'

Thats good. I'm probably just getting crazy, trying to make sure everything is perfect. Devon, maybe you
can check? Otherwise I'll check it when it comes. Thanks. And be well Peg.

-----Original Message-----
From: psims@eac.gov [mailto:psims@eac.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2006 8:23 AM
To: Tova Andrea Wang
Subject: Re: I'm sorry

Tova:
I think you did send this
sent earlier? It should be
today.. (Can't check that
anything on the CD that yo,
know and we'll make copies
Peggy

--- or is this a revised version of one you
on the CD in the packet you should receive
right now as I am at the clinic.) If I put

i want to highlight at the meeting, let me
for those attending.

--------------------------
Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message -----
From: "Tova Wang" [wang@tcf.org]
Sent: 05/15/2006 09:07 AM
To: Margaret Sims
Cc: Devon Romig
Subject: I'm sorry

I don't think I sent this to you either. Can we hand it out at the meeting as an addendum? Its.
another summary that would have gone in the news article section. I'm usually so organized, I'm
very embarrassed. Too many things! Thanks

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation
41 East 70th Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.
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Rogers, Kathy"	 To dromig@eac.gov
<krogers @sos.state.ga. us>	 cc
05/16/2006 01:31 PM	 bcc

Subject RE: Voter FraudNoter Intimidation Working Group, May
18th, 2006

History.	 This message has been replied to. 	 ;

Devon,
Just checking – did you send this yet? I also do not have the e-ticket.
Kathy

From: dromig@eac.gov [mailto:dromig@eac.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 10, 2006 4:59 PM
To: Rogers, Kathy
Subject: RE: Voter Fraud/Voter Intimidation Working Group, May 18th, 2006

Thank you, I will fax you a copy of your travel authorization form as soon as it is available. Please
remember to bring this form with you on your day of travel, there is a small possibility that you may be
asked to present this form at the airport.

Best Regards,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

029489



Hi Devon:
Judy said you had inquired about hotel reservations for J.R. Perez and Kathy
Rogers. They are booked at the Sheraton College Park Hotel for arrival on
May 17 and departure on May 18. J. R. Perez confirmation number is 51423
and Kathy Rogers confirmation number is 51424. I apologize for not getting
them to you earlier.

Kind Regards,
Marvin

Marvin Brokaw
ADTRAV Meetings and Incentives
4555 Southlake Parkway
Birmingham, AL 35244
(205)444-4800 ext. 3501- phone
(205)444-4822 - fax
e-mail - marvin.brokaw@adtray.com
visit our website at www.adtray.com

p29^9u



Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV	 To "Tova Andrea Wang" <wang@tcf.org>

04/20/2006 07:12 PM	 cc Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

bcc

Subject Re: wg meeting

For some reason, I thought Job was not available next week. If we do set up a
teleconference, I'll need to do it later in the week (Thursday afternoon or on
Friday).
Peggy

--------------------------
Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

----- Original Message -----
From: "Tova Wang" [wang@tcf.org]
Sent: 04/20/2006 10:58 AM
To: Margaret Sims
Cc: Devon Romig
Subject: wg meeting

Hi Peg,

I think I might have told you only that I am unavailable on the 5th. I'm actually unavailable on the 4th as
well. Any news on this front? We should also arrange a conference call next week about preparing for
the meeting, don't you think? Thanks Tova

Tova Andrea Wang
Democracy Fellow
The Century Foundation

41 East loth Street - New York, NY 10021

phone: 212-452-7704 fax: 212-535-7534

Visit our Web site, www.tcf.org, for the latest news, analysis, opinions, and events.

Click here to receive our weekly e-mail updates.
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Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV	 To Eileen L. Collver/EAC/GOV@EAC

05/16/2006 01:36 PM	 cc dromig@eac.gov

bcc

Subject Tent Cards

Attached is a list of folks who will be attending the Voting Fraud-Voter Intimidation Working Group
meeting. I have asterisked the names that will require tent cards. I am working on a seating chart so that

we can be sure the Ds and the Rs aren't all seated together in a "them vs. us" pattern. --- Peggy

02949;



Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV 	 To Elieen L. Coliver/EAC/GOV@EAC

05/16/2006 02:37 PM	 cc dromig@eac.gov

bcc

Subject Re: Tent Cards[

Oops! I hit send prematurely. Here is the attachment. --- Peggy

Elieen L. Collver/EAC/GOV

To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

	

05/16/2006 01:38 PM
	

cc dromig@eac.gov

Subject Re: Tent CardsLdtlk

Please forward list...there was no attachment. thanks!

Elle L.K Coliver
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
office: (202) 566-2256
blackberry: (202) 294-9251
www.eac.gov

Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV

To Elieen L Collver/EAC/GOV@EAC

	

05/16/2006 01:36 PM
	

cc dromig@eac.gov

Subject Tent Cards

Attached is a list of folks who will be attending the Voting Fraud-Voter Intimidation Working Group
meeting. I have asterisked the names that will require tent cards. I am working on a seating chart so that
we can be sure the Ds and the Rs aren't all seated together in a "them vs. us" pattern. --- Peggy

02949'
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Voting Fraud-Voter Intimidation Working Group Attendees
May 18, 2006

The Honorable Todd Rokita*
Indiana Secretary of State

Kathy Rogers*
Director of Elections, Georgia Office of the Secretary of State

J.R. Perez*
Guadalupe County Elections Administrator, TX

Jon Greenbaum*
Director, Voting Rights Project, Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law
(Representing Working Group member Barbara Arnwine, Executive Director,
Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law and Leader of Election Protection
Coalition)

Robert Bauer*
Partner, Perkins Coie

Benjamin Ginsberg*
Partner, Patton Boggs LLP

Mark (Thor) Hearne II
Partner-Member, Lathrop & Gage

Barry Weinberg*
Former Deputy Chief and Acting Chief, Voting Section, Civil Rights Division, U.S.
Department of Justice

EAC Invited Technical Advisor:
Craig Donsanto*
Director, Election Crimes Branch, U.S. Department of Justice

EAC Commissioners, Consultants & Staff
Job Serebrov*
EAC Consultant

Tova Wang*
EAC Consultant

Paul DeGregorio*
EAC Chairman



Ray Martinez*
EAC Vice Chairman

Gavin Gilmour*
EAC Associate General Counsel

Peggy Sims*
EAC Staff

Edgardo Cortes*
EAC Staff

Elle Coilver
EAC Staff

Devon Romig
EAC Intern

Will stop by to greet, but will not sit at table

Tom Wilkey
EAC Executive Director

Julie Thompson-Hodgkins
EAC General Counsel

* To be seated at table with name tents.



Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV	 To dromig@eac.gov

05/18/2006 12:02 PM	 cc

bcc

Subject Seating Chart

May 18 Seating Chart. doc
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VOTING FRAUD-VOTER INTIMIDATION MEETING SEATING CHART

Tova Wang
EAC Consultant

The Honorable
Todd Rokita
Indiana Secretary of
State
Robert Bauer
Partner, Perkins Cole

Mark (Thor) Hearne
II
Partner-Member,
Lathrop & Gage
Jon Greenbaum
Director, Voting
Rights Project,
Lawyers Committee
for Civil Rights
Under Law
Benjamin Ginsberg
Partner, Patton
Boggs LLP
Kathy Rogers
Director of Elections,
Georgia Office of the
Secretary of State

Job Serebrov
EAC Consultant

Peggy Sims
EAC Staff & COTR

Craig Donsanto
Director, Election
Crimes Branch,
DOJ (Technical
Consultant)
Ray Martinez
EAC Vice Chairman

Paul DeGregorio
EAC Chairman

Gavin Gilmour
EAC Associate
General Counsel
Edgardo Cortes
EAC Staff

Barry Weinberg
Former Deputy Chief
and Acting Chief,
Voting Section, Civil
Rights Division, U.S.
Department of
Justice

J.R. Perez
Guadalupe County
Elections
Administrator, TX



"Dottie Simmons"	 To
<doflie.aimmono@adtrov.nom

oo

05/16/2006 10:27 AM	 "^^

Subject Trave authorizations

History:	 . This message has been replied to.	 .	 .

Devon,

I have the authorization for J.R.Perez but I need to get the authorizations for the other 3 as well.

Let me know.

Dottie Simmons
ADTRAV Meetings and Incentives
3O5-4444833'ex±.3212

° ^^^^^^'
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"Dottie Simmons"
	

To dromig@eac.gov
^-'	 <dottie.simmons@adtray.com 	 cc

05/16/2006 01:18 PM
	 bcc

Subject RE: Trave authorizations

Thanks!
-----Original Message-----
From: dromig@eac.gov [mailto:dromig@eac.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2006 11:10 AM
To: dottie.simmons@adtray.com
Subject: Re: Trave authorizations

Dottie,

I just received the approved authorizations, I will fax them to you now.

Thanks!

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

"Dottie Simmons" <dottie.simmons@adtray.com>

To dromig@eac.gov
05/16/2006 10:27 AM	 cc

Subject Trave authorizations

Devon,

I have the authorization for J.R.Perez but I need to get the authorizations for the other 3 as well.

Let me know.

Dottie Simmons
ADTRAV Meetings and Incentives
205-444-4833-ext.3212



•	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

e^ * .s	 04/19/2006 04:20 PM

s	 s

Dear Nathan,

To assisstant@sos.in.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Voting Fraud - Voter Intimidation Project Working Group

Here is the information that you requested.

Secretary Rokita was recommended by one of our consultants, Job Serebrov, to participate in the Voting
Fraud - Voter Intimidation Project Working Group. This working group will last for one day and it will be
held in Washington, DC. The purpose of this working group is to bring together experts and
representatives of organizations that are knowledgeable about the topics of voting fraud and voter
intimidation in order to foster a discussion on related issues and preliminary research.

The following are a list of the other potential participants; Barbara Arnwine, Robert Bauer, Craig
Donsanto, Mark Hearne III, David Norcross, Kathy Rogers, and Barry Weinberg

We are hoping to hold this meeting in May, between the 1 rst and the 19th (excluding the following dates;
4, 5, 6, 7, 13, 14). Please let me know any and all of the dates that would be the most convenient for
Secretary Rokita.

Best,

Devon Romig
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW - Suite #1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202)566-2377
www.eac.gov

Deliti Ma rocess
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y ! q	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

04/19/2006 04:57 PM

Dear Nathan,

To assistant@sos.in.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Voting Fraud - Voter Intimidation Project Working Group

Here is the information that you requested.

Secretary Rokita was recommended by one of our consultants, Job Serebrov, to participate in the Voting
Fraud - Voter Intimidation Project Working Group. This working group will last for one day and it will be
held in Washington, DC. The purpose of this working group is to bring together experts and
representatives of organizations that are knowledgeable about the topics of voting fraud and voter
intimidation in order to foster a discussion on related issues and preliminary research.

The following are a list of the other potential participants; Barbara Arnwine, Robert Bauer, Craig
Donsanto, Mark Hearne 111, David Norcross, Kathy Rogers, and Barry Weinberg

We are hoping to hold this meeting in May, between the 1 rst and the 19th (excluding the following dates;
4, 5, 6, 7, 13, 14). Please let me know any and all of the dates that would be the most convenient for
Secretary Rokita.

Best,

Devon Romig
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW - Suite #1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202)566-2377
www.eac.gov

• 02950-.
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Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV
	

To Bryan Whitener/EAC/GOV

06/05/2006 01:36 PM	 cc

bcc

Subject Voter Fraud/Intimidation Working Group

Bryan,

The date of this meeting was May 18 , 2006

Thanks,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov



M	 °	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

05/09/2006 09:32 AM

To bschuler@lathropgage.com, mhearne@lathropgage.com,
jrperez50@sbcgloba1.net, assistant@sos.in.gov,
krogers@sos.state.ga.us

cc Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Voter FraudNoter Intimidation Working Group, May 18th,
2006

Dear Meeting Participants,

Thank you for confirming your participation in the upcoming Voter FraudNoter Intimidation Working Group
Meeting in Washington, D.C.. This meeting will take place at our office from 1:00 PM to 5:30 PM on
Thursday May 18th, 2006.

The Election Assistance Commission (EAC) will cover the cost of your flight, the cost of your hotel room
and provide you with a daily per diem. The cost of the airfare and the hotel stay will be paid directly by the
EAC, as long as you book your travel through Adventure Travel.

To coordinate your flight and hotel stay, please contact Marvin Brokaw of Adventure Travel at (205)
444-4800, ext. 3501. Please note that the eligible dates of the hotel accommodation include the evenings
on May 17th and May 18th. Once you have contacted him and you have received the itinerary via e-mail
you must forward me a copy immediately so that I can complete a travel authorization form.

I have included two attachments with this email; the first attachment is a letter that contains important
information that you will need to know before calling the travel agent and the second attachment provides
some general information that should help you get around the city during your trip.

In addition to your travel itinerary, I will also need the following information by the close of business this
Friday May 12, 2006 in order to complete your travel authorization:

Full Name:
Title:
Entity for whom you work:
Address to Which the Reimbursement Check Will Be Mailed:
Work Telephone:
Fax Number
Social Security #: (if uncomfortable e-mailing this, feel free to call me):

Feel free to contact me with any questions.

Sincerely,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

Per Diem Letter VFVI.doc Logistics Sheet VFVI.doc



U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
1225 New York Ave. NW - Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005

Dear Meeting Participant:

On behalf of the entire U.S. Election Assistance Commission (EAC), I would like to thank
you for agreeing to attend the Voter FraudNoter Intimidation Working Group Meeting on
May 18th, 2006.

The EAC will pay for your roundtrip airfare and hotel, and based on your dates of travel
to attend our meeting and will pay a daily per diem to cover meals not provided by EAC
and incidental expenses (M&IE). Car rental costs or mileage incurred through the use of
a rental car are not reimbursable, as well as costs associated with redcaps, baggage
delivery, long distance telephone calls, pay per view cable, room service, laundry
service, and wet bars. These charges, if used, must be borne by you at the time
services were rendered. Ground transportation (ex. metro, bus, taxi), hotel parking,
airport parking, and any mileage incurred using your privately owned vehicle will
be reimbursed.

The EAC will provide hotel accommodations. If you are traveling from one of the
following States than you are authorized for a two-night hotel room stay in Washington
D.C.; Georgia, Indiana, Missouri, New Mexico and Texas.

The per diem rates listed below provide a guide for you to use in order to calculate your
per diem for your stay. A discounted per diem rate is applicable if any travel occurs on
that day. For example, if you arrive on May 17th and leave on May 18th, both of these
days will be considered travel days and you will receive the discounted rate. I will
provide you with a travel reimbursement form at the meeting.

The current federal per diem rates are as follows;

-Meals & Incidentals Expenses (M&IE) = $64 per day (the discounted rate for the
first and last day of travel is $48)
-Mileage for Personally Owned Vehicle = $ .445 per mile

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (202) 566-2377 or via
email at dromig@eac.gov.
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U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
1225 New York Ave. NW - Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005

May 18, 2006 — EAC Meeting

Logistics Fact Sheet

Date:	 Thursday, May 18th, 2006

Time:	 1:00PM - 5:00PM

Location:	 U.S. Election Assistance Commission - Conference Room
1225 New York Ave, NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
Tel. (202) 566-3100

Transportation:	 Via Metro - take blue, orange, or red line to Metro Center; walk up to New

To EAC offices	 York Ave (2 blocks from Metro - corner of New York Ave and 12 th St.)

Bus service at Metro Center:
11Y (on 14th St.)
42 (on 11th St.)
52, 53, 54 (on 14th St.; also 54 on F St. between 11th & 14th)
66, 68 (on 11th St.)
80 (on H St.)
D1, D3, D6 (on 13th St.)
G8 (on 11th St. north of H, on H St. west of 11th)
P17, P19 (inbound on 11th St.; outbound on 13th St.)
P6 (on 11th St.)
S2, S4 (on 11th St.)
W13 (inbound on 11th St.; outbound on 13th St.)
X2 (on H St.)

From Reagan National Airport:
- take blue line Metro towards Largo Town Center; exit at Metro Center

station
- taxi services available (fare will be approximately $15-$20)

Parking:
Parking garage available behind building on I Street, NW.

Contact:	 For more information, contact the U.S. Election Assistance Commission at
(202) 566-3100.
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0	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

s	 05/16/2006 01:09 PM
s

To "Dottie Simmons"
<dottie.simmons@adtray.com>@GSAEXTERNAL

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Trave authorizations[

Dottie,

I just received the approved authorizations, I will fax them to you now.

Thanks!

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

"Dottie Simmons" <dottie.simmons@adtray.com>

"Dottie Simmons"
<dottie.simmons@adtray.com

05/16/2006 10:27 AM

To dromig@eac.gov

cc

Subject Trave authorizations

Devon,

I have the authorization for J.R.Perez but I need to get the authorizations for the other 3 as well.

Let me know.

Dottie Simmons
ADTRAV Meetings and Incentives
205-444-4833-ext.3212



 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV	 To "Dottie Simmons"

	

=.<dottie.simmons	 GSAEXTERNALadtray.com>05/09/2006 05:04 PM	 @	 °^
cc

bcc

Subject RE: Kathy Rogers itineraryu)

Yes, I have received the itineraries for Rogers, Hearne and Perez.

Thanks!

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

0 2 95'0 5



Devon E. Romig /EAC/GOV
	

To "Dottie Simmons"

 05/09/2006 04:41 PM
	

<dottie.simmons@adtray.com>@GSAEXTERNAL
cc

bcc

Subject RE: Kathy Rogers itinerary

Thanks!

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

02'9509;



Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

tit	 05/09/2006 04:26 PM

Ms. Simmons,

To "Dottie Simmons"
<dottie.simmons@adtray.com>@GSAEXTERNAL

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Kathy Rogers itinerary(

Thanks again for the itineraries. Can you tell me what hotels that J.R. Perez and Kathy Rogers are staying
at?

Best,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

D°2911O



: 	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV

i	 f 05/09/2006 03:25 PM

Thanks so much!

To "Dottie Simmons"
<dottie.simmons@adtray.com>@GSAEXTERNAL

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Travel Itinerary 18MAY HEARNE1

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov



s, ^^ r	Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV
	

To dottie.simmons@adtray.com

' fi g	 05/11/2006 12:46 PM
	

cc

bcc

Subject Fax number

Dottie,

Can you send me your fax number? Once I get it I will start faxing the travel authorizations to you.

Thanks,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

,t.
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Devon E. Romig /EAC/GOV
	

To Elieen L. Collver/EAC/GOV@EAC

05/15/2006 02:25 PM
	

cc Laiza N. Otero/EAC/GOV@EAC, Margaret
Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Re: working group(

I have attached the list of the working groups participants. Peggy, you may want to double check this list
incase I have left anyone out.

In place of name tags we just used the tent cards for the APIA working group. This seemed to be effective
because it was easier to identify the person who was speaking but we could use both.

Meeting Participants for VFVI Working Group.doc

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

Elieen L. Coliver/EAC/GOV

Eileen L. Collver/EAC/GOV

05/15/2006 12:19 PM To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

cc Laiza N. Otero/EAC/GOV@EAC, dromig@eac.gov@EAC

Subject working group

Peggy,

In preparation for the logistics of this week's working group, I need to know how many people to expect for
the meeting. Also, if you still need me to make name tags, I will need a list of attendees and the avery
label size.

Also, I will need help from Laiza on the table tents, or we can see if she has the time to help with that.

Thanks!

Elle

Elle L.K Collver
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
office: (202) 566-2256
blackberry: (202) 294-9251
www.eac.gov



Meeting Participants for VFVI Working Group

OUT OF STATE PARTICIPANTS
Participant	 I Title Point of Contact Email Phone Number City, State

Mark (Thor) Hearne Partner-Member Bethany Schuler bschuler@lathropgage.com; BS (314)613-2510; MH314-613-2522; St. Louis, MO
mheame	 lathro	 a e.com Fax314-613-2550

J.R. Perez Election jrperez50@sbcglobal.net 830-303-6363; Fax 830-303-6373 Seguin, TX
Administrator

Todd Rokita Secretary of State Nathan Cane assistant@sos.in.gov NC317-232-6536; TR 317-232-6531; Fax Indianapolis, IN
317-233-3283

Kathy Rogers Director of Elections kro ers	 sos.state. a.us 404-657-5380; Fax 404-651-9531 Atlanta, GA
LOCAL AREA PARTICIPANTS (NOT ELIGIBLE FOR TRAVEL)

Jon Greenbaum Executive Director Valerie Johnson vjohnson@lawyerscommittee.org; VJ (202) 662-8382; BA 202-662-8300; Fax Washington, DC
(Representing barnwine@lawyerscommittee.org 202-783-0857
Barbara Amwine)
Robert F. Bauer Partner Donna Lovecchio dlovecchio@perkinscoie.com; 202-434-1602; Fax 202-434-1690 Washington, DC

Rbauer@ perkinscoie.com
Benjamin L. Partner
Ginsberg
Barry Weinberg weinutr@verizon.net 301-493-5343 Bethesda, MD
Craig C. Donsanto Director cdonsanto@usdoj.gov 202 -514-1421; Fax 202 -514-3003 Washington,

DC

Not emailed

..,CA

CS1

Ci1



•...^
_:	

^ Devon E. Romig /EAC/GOV	 To Elieen L. Collver	 /GOV A

	

° ° .- 05/15/2006 03:28 PM	 cc Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

bcc

Subject Re: working groupL..

I have arranged for a transcriptionist to be at the meeting but I am not sure about the snacks for the break.

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov
Elieen L. Collver/EAC/GOV

Elieen L. Collver/EAC/GOV

	

05/15/2006 03:19 PM
	 To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

cc dromig@eac.gov

Subject Re: working group[)

Sounds great. It did seem to work just fine for our Asian Language group. Is there going to be a

transcriptionist? If so, has anyone taken care of that?

Did you still want to provide the cookies or snacks, or shall I get that from Cafe Mozart (where I am
planning to get the coffee). I can just buy a few boxes of cookies for the break.

Elle

Elle L.K Collver
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
office: (202) 566-2256
blackberry: (202) 294-9251
www.eac.gov

Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV

05/15/2006 02:48 PM
	

To Elieen L. Collver/EAC/GOV@EAC

cc dromig@eac.gov

Subject Re: working groupLrnk



Elle:
I think our number will be about 21 (with the Working Group members, consultants, possible EAC
Commissioners and staff, and the court reporter). I'll have a better idea of the final list after I brief
Commissioners tomorrow morning. Devon noted that they used only tent cards for the Asian Language
Working Group. That might be sufficient for this group and would cut back on some of the work we have

to do in preparation. --- Peggy

Eileen L. Coliver/EAC/GOV

05/15/2006 12:19 PM	 To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV@EAC

cc Laiza N. Otero/EAC/GOV@EAC, dromig@eac.gov@EAC

Subject working group

Peggy,

In preparation for the logistics of this week's working group, I need to know how many people to expect for
the meeting. Also, if you still need me to make name tags, I will need a list of attendees and the avery

label size.

Also, I will need help from Laiza on the table tents, or we can see if she has the time to help with that.

Thanks!

Elle

Elle L.K Collver
U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Avenue, Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
office: (202) 566-2256
blackberry: (202) 294-9251
www.eac.gov

029517



	

;<<iA	Devon E. Romig /EAC/GOV
	

To "J. R. Perez" <jrperez50@sbcglobal.net>@GSAEXTERNAL

05/11/2006 03:51 PM
	 cc

	

r4	 s	 bcc

	

0	 Subject RE: Travel Authorization FormI j

You are welcome!

Adventure Travel should send you all of your travel information once they verify the travel authorization. If
you do not receive your itinerary by Monday morning please let me know.

It is a good idea to carry your travel authorization with you at the airport because occasionally (although
very rarely) some of our guests have been asked to show their authorization numbers.

Let me know if you have any other questions.

Best Regards,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

"J. R. Perez" <jrperez50@sbcglobal.net>

"J. R. Perez"
<jrperez50@sbcglobal.net>

	
To dromig@eac.gov

05/11/2006 03:41 PM	 cc

Subject RE: Travel Authorization Form

Thank you, Devon. I have not heard from the travel agency since I picked the travel times, and do not
have an itinerary, nor hotel information. The last time I traveled to the EAC I did not receive this form till
afterwards. Is there something I may need this for in advance or during my travel?

J.R. Perez
Elections Administrator
Guadalupe County

-----Original Message-----
From: dromig@eac.gov [mailto:dromig@eac.gov]
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2006 12:12 PM
To: jrperez50@sbcglobal.net
Subject: Travel Authorization Form

Mr. Perez,

029510



I have just faxed your travel authorization form.

Best Regards,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov
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<::	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV	 To "J. R. Perez" <jrperez50@sbcglobal.net>@GSAEXTERNA

'	 a	 05/09/2006 12:52 PM	 cc

bcc

Subject RE: Voter Fraud/Voter Intimidation Working Group, May
18th, 2006D

Thank you, I will fax you a copy of your travel authorization form as soon as it is available. Please
remember to bring this form with you on your day of travel, there is a small possibility that you may be
asked to present this form at the airport.

Best Regards,

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov
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tN	 Devon E. Romig/EAC/GOV	 To Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV

	

06/07/2006 10:08 AM	 cc jwilson@eac.gov

•	 bcc

Subject Re: Transcript of 5-18-06 Working Group Meeting[r]

Tim at Carol reporting said the transcript will be here today or tomorrow.

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV

Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV

	

09:47 AM	 To dromig@eac.gov, jwilson@eac.gov06/07/2006 
cc

Subject Transcript of 5-18-06 Working Group Meeting

Have we had any word about the transcript for the 5-18-06 Voting Fraud-Voter Intimidation Working Group
meeting? Our consultants each need a copy so that they can draft the final report? If we have it in

electronic form, so much the better. --- Peggy

0295.21



Devon E. Romig /EAC/GOV	 To Margaret Sims/EAC/GO

06/07/2006 10:01 AM	 cc jwilson@eac.gov

bcc

Subject Re: Transcript of 5-18-06 Working Group Meeting[]

I will call the transcript company and ask them about it.

Devon Romig
United States Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005
202.566.2377 phone
202.566.3128 fax
www.eac.gov

Margaret Sims/EAC/GOV

Margaret Sims /EAC/GOV

06/07/2006 09:47 AM	 To dromig@eac.gov, jwilson@eac.gov

cc

Subject Transcript of 5-18-06 Working Group Meeting

Have we had any word about the transcript for the 5-18-06 Voting Fraud-Voter Intimidation Working Group
meeting? Our consultants each need a copy so that they can draft the final report? If we have it in

electronic form, so much the better. --- Peggy

0295414




